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OFFICIAL PAFEBS. 

'. Lex WAiLVtmy Esq. 


CoMMlSBlOirBE OF RlTBErB AFO ClBOOIVi 

MoMaHTE. 

SlE. 

Having been chatged with bribery, and combination to 
ruin the estate entrusted to my management, and beiag 
called on by the Acting Collector to reply to the diai|[ea Mt 
the 19th of this month, that date being appointed for (hn 
hearing of evidence, and being allowed no more time than 
five days to meet the machinations of a Cabal which haa 
been pretty openly formed against me, I am placed under tlm 
necessity of informing you that the Court, which is pr^fad 
to try the case, is far from being competent. 

The local authorities of this district, 1 regret being plaead 
under the necessity to state, have personally so mixed «tbeat»> 
selves up with the circumstances of the case that they cannot 
possibly constitute unbiased Judges. I beg leave to infima 
you at the same time that it will be indispensably necessai^ 
for me to subpoena both Mr. Hawkins and Mr. Read,m 
common with other european and native residents of tho 
district^ to lay open the machinations which have been fi>rm« 
ed against me, and the exposure of which will dkieif 
constitute the nature of my defence. 

1 have by a petition, presented this day, protested againat 
the Collector’s proceeding in the business till the recmpt of 
an answer from jroo,'->aod begged that my petition be fOr* 
warded to your Court. 

The appointment of a competent Officer, personally uneon-' 
nected witn the circumstances of the case, is indispensable to 
the ends of Justice, I therefine humbly submit, that the case 
may be taken up without delay by the appointment %f an 
unexceptionable person by Government, and that dus 
request be forwarded to Government by you. 

As my addressing this public letter to you has fefbrsnce to 
european officers <miy, and as I am pressed for dm^ I faopo 
it will not be consideiw irregular. 

1 baXE die honor to be Sk. &c. 


Psirneetty 16(A Augsuty 1833. 


A. niLACfl, 
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MR. READ’S ACCUSATION. 

Po E. Lbs WAbbbb Eao. CoMMianoMsit ov Rstbkvb. 

} 

12 Ditkiow Monortb. 

“ ( 

I have the honorto submit herevrithy for your consider- 
pRBit and orders^ certain papers on irhich my instructions have 
been soKcited by Mr. Imlach, Surburakar of Huvelly See. 
Surgunnahs. 

> S. The doemnents submitted by Mr. Imlach bear refer- 
aRce to an application made by the Messrs. Palmer, ilfoo- 
AiMdrof Pui^pinnah Huvelly and others, to the Surburakar 
m a lemhsion from the amount of rent which they have stipu- 
lated to pay agreeably to the kubooUut they have executed, 
ta JoCh an extent as shaiU enable them to carry on the farms. 

9. On a perusal of the papers submitted, the question 
IMUuimlly suggests itself^ wfaetner the Surburakar of an estate 
appmoled under the provisions of section 26 Regulation V. 
dr 1818 has the power of making a remission to a moosteyir 
from the annual amount he has stipulated to pay* 

4. In conndering this point I beg to draw your attention 
Ip the following wor& in the above quoted enactment as point- 
ing out the duties of a Surburakar to m|naee the estate, that 

to collect the rent^ and dischaige the public revenue, and 
fr provide for the cultivation and future improvement of the 
^ estate.” To these words I may add the commentary of the 
||opmor Court upon them made on the Sd. February 1816. 

TW responsibility of managers of estate must be considered 
^ l^atof an agent actii^ for the ben^t of his principal and 
^^und to a faithful discharge of the trust committed to him.” 

5. Tlie above quotations, as far as 1 am aware, comprise 
me law on the general duties of Surburakars .* and 
frbm them It appears to be sufficiently clear, that the Surbura^ 
ttkr has the fhu power of granting a i«mi6sion,especially when, 
iss in the present instance, the settlement from which the re- 
R^ion is requested was made by himself ; that it is his duty 
Utrequire moosfqftVrto pay up the lull amount of their rents, 
Iftmcn can be done without impoverishing the estate ; but 
that if from circumstances, or any unforeseen causes, it riiould 

E r that yhe making such a demand from the Surburakarea 
eree, would lead to amtem of rack-rent, and theirin 
Msity^ to the gmatast to tlm estate it not only is 



MR. IMLACH*3 RBPLT. 


Ta THE MEMBERS OF THE SUOPBR 

Board of IteoemtOf 
• Fort fFrtzidJt. 

The humble Pelition ofAzsxjrroEtt Imzacu AtdUmBn 
of the Mukalat Pergunnas Httoelly Poorueah 

ShBWETR) 

1. That, yon f Petitioner, on bearinff that the 
Collector, Mr, F. E. Readf had forwarded to the Centm^M^ 
oner of Revenue, all the pitpers eubmitted by yoor FpidflW!! 
oner to him, on the subject of the remission of Tw enty wfif 
thousand Rupees per annum solicited by the 
C. and Q. Palmer^ from the amount of vbnt they iMMt 
stipulated to pay, and that Mr. Officiating Collector IteadPt 
report upon the occasion was in support of the Mootahidt^ 
and attached neglect of duty to your Petitioner asMtoagdir 
of the Estate, your Petitioner apjHied by Petition on the inili 
August for copy of the report, together with cemy pf 
another report, which had been forwarded with Byai Gotiht4 
Sing's Petitions of the 14th and 16th August, charging your 
Petitioner with not having granted the remission incoase^ 
quence of not having received a bribp for so doing but tb« 
Acting Collector refused to grant the copies solicited ; that; 
your Petitioner then, in consequence of Mr. Officfatitltt 
Collector Read's refusal, applied by Petition on the SSi^ ' 
August to the Commissioner of Revenue for them, as wall m 
for a copy of Bejai Govind Sing*# Petition of the lOM 
August, but was informed, that previous to the prcsentatk^ 
of yoUr Petitioner*s application, all the papers had beei|’* 
transmitted to your Board % that from the Board at lengdt 
your Petitioner has b^i foytunate in obtaining copies of tho ' 
above mentioned papers ; and that your Petitioner, owing 
the untoward combiuatiqp of the foregoing circumsuntces^ 
has been disabled from laying before the Board his aiuwer to 
defence at ftn earlier period. , 

S. ThatM^. Officiatiqg, Collector ^emT# report of Um 
16fo August bdoi-q your Petitioner proceeds any further,' 
requires a fe^ observations at your Petitioner’s Iiaiids as 
necessary to his dk^ce ; your Petitioner, therefore cravee 
leave^i n the firi| Phm|^ to call the attention of the Board t9 
the geiferat tone ortlm Report, and humbly to subhiit to their 
consideration, whether it breathes not throughout in a 
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<iHthin hisnowvi'^ but becomw hwiMgr bf which 

he IB bottfia to actifor the benefit ofhiB prtndj^l to take eff* 
ectual meaBures for obviating Uie occurrence m such evils, 

■ 6i> It may Author be necessiiry to advert to the caufles 
pfedomiuAte in tlie appointment <d^a Sur^urake^. These 
are sufficiently laid down in the enactment under which Mr, 
JfofocA'bel^ his ollioe : and are defined as inconvenience 


to' the public and injury to private rights haying-.beeit eape* 
rienced. iu certain cases from dilutes subsisting among the 
ptobrietdfo of j<Ant undivided Estates, the inconvenience to 
pirbW rights most of course primarily refer to tlie due re> 
Igutation of the ^vemment ttevenue die payment of which 
Iffi^t be rendered precarious by proprietors of joint undivi* 
t^'Bstates disputing among themselves. It., is obvious to 
^ait the words ^private rights” refer and they sufficiently 
mdicS^ that one or the great objects in the appointment of a 
foaifegsr consists in preventing such proprietors injuring each 
^1^ m niatters connected with their Estate by deincmstrati- 
hstthf thOt hostility which they not unfrequently entertahi 
towtuds each other and to obviate the effects of which is the 


duty of the Svrburakar. 

7. A perusal of the papers submitted, suggests a remark 
^ j^turally arising from a consideration of the legal enactment 
‘ ttbove mentioned Viz; that the rules for the appointment 
of Surburakars contemplate a difference of opinion amongst 
the proprietors of joint undivided Estates, and the settlement 
of those differences by the interference ofa Surburakar appoin* 
t^ .for the common benefit of all. Could, it be taken for 

r ted that no differences or disputes would arise were it posa* 
to apprehend that die living proprietors of joint Es* 
tates in full possession and management of their property 
wonld tend to no inconvenimice to public, or injury to 
private rights the i^pointmeitt of a man^r would clearly be 
auperfiuous. 

8. Itwpmtra then clear that under circumstances requi- 
ring it the SKrf*proA:ar has the power to grant a remission to 
his Mooslt^rs. 1 have entered thus at length into the subject 
M Mr. Imiaeh though he has 'admitted in die latter part .of 
iris correspondence with the Moostakidt as also in his Urzee to 
. laO Chat he had the power to remit seems at first to have thoo^ht 
litherwise. 1 diall be obli^d by your favoring me with your 
fondikiebui in cofl|t»VMt.lton>r rmtatkm of the (qiinion i have 
i^jpresie^. , \ 



» 

mux, . 


WRUtrinble dagTM mW Act wnrmdi of intereated ' dkofBwjv 
and e««ii sonethuig moie) than the coed diapainointo **Pi^ 
watittion of aninfimor publie Functionaiy to tMOioinalilt 
raporior in office } aii^ thatf raopeeentatioii toe addiMWed» to 
eoch aaperior, as one is naturally led to infer from tbe eottciiM . 
sion of the 7thPaiagraphy on a mere matter of op'imoa 4 ; 

S. Tbatout ofrespect to your Boards your Petitioner pMWI 
erer in silence the koornd display of apparently lacteal aqpin 
mentation^ and syllo^nttc piectsioni which have oeen mapi^ 
fhstly brought forth with no small ^orty to seteen the CeU^ 
tor mom responsibility, at the risk of tm Suriurakarf OK'Hik 
eubject of granting remissbn in sUpulatcd rent. t 

4. That your Petitioner now hem leave to proceed 
commenting upon Mr. Officiating Collector repoi^ 

from the fOth Par. onwards, Iming the place when Wte 
pleased to descend from generalization in the division of 
official responsibility, to the particular instance of yoi^ 
Petitioner’s management witlt reference to the Muhalat- wf 
Purgunnaa Havelly, Poomeidi) &ci in die capacity of 
burakar 
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MR. READ'S ACCUSATION. 


, 9. Being the officer repponsible for the selection of a pro- 

per person to fill the offiee of Surburakar it is necessary 
that 1 should adTert to the pooceedings of Mr. Imlach on 
tlw iapplication of the Mestsrs. ^Palmer. With respect to 
the application itself my own opinion is, that the Revenue 
Autltoritiea are not competent to direct the Surburakar to 
mnt any remission in such cases; it being the duty of the 
Collector on a due consideration of all the circumstances of 
the case, only to advertise the Surburakar how he ought to 
apt, leaving it to him to accept or reject that advice, as he 
may think fit, at the same time holding him responsible 
for the result of his proceedings. In the event moreover of 
the possibility of your entertaining a different opinion to the 
efiect that the Revenue Authorities can interfere 1 propose to 
enter into a full consideration of the papers submitted and 
of the facts, and circumstances connected with them. 

10* It appears then that Messrs. Palmers addressed 
Mr. /m/ocA on the 17th CheytelBst(4 months ago) laying 
before him the dreadful state of wretchedness and misery to 
which the liyotts in the Purguiinahs farmed by them were 
reduced ; they stated the niter incapability of the Estate to 
yield a sum sufficient for the payment of the stipulated rents : 
and they reciuested a favorable consideration ot these matters, 
in the hope timt some settlement would be made to enable 
them to carry on the farms without incurring the risk of 
Involving themselves and all connected with them in irretrieva- 
ble ruin. This representation was forwarded by Mr. Imlach 
to the Zumindars but it not appearing that Mr. Imlach had 
bimself taken any measures to ascertain the correctness or 
Otiierwise of the allegations urged by the Moolahids^ 1 called 
upon him to explain whether he had taken any such measures 
or not. His reply of the IStli Instant I cannot pronounce to 
be any thing but an evasion of the question. 

II. Mr. Imlach certainly acted right in forwarding 
the representation of the Mootahids to the Zumindars : but 
he appears completely to have mistaken the nature of his 
duty when he rested satisfied with having so acted. It 
was his place to have set on foot immediate enquiries for 
ih^ purpose of ascertaining the correctness or otherwise of the 
allegations urged, he should have enquired .of the Moostajirs 
and Puiwarees^ and otliers whether such distress really existed: 
and if not then satisfied it was his place to have visited every 
.Purgunnah, Tnlooka and Village in the Estate of whicli he 
'has me ^a^agement for the purpose of gaining informatioa 
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MR. IMLACH’S REPLY. 


5. That, in the lOlli Par. the dokrul picture of 'wretehed* 
88 and misery to which the Jtyotta aic feaid to be reduMtl 
d the consequent utter incapability of the Estate to ylelil. 

n sum sufficient fur the payment of the stipulated rent,. t9 
rather too highly coloured ; and that the charge of evattion 
attempted to be fixed on your Petitioner, is not suflicientlj 
grounded in fact, to aflect your Petitioner seriously / that 
your Petitioner will have occasion to exhibit proofs of tins 
former in repljing to a subsequent portion of the Jtepor^ 
and for proof of the latter, he has only to beg a refeten^ 
to his Urzee of the ISth August, addressed to the 
ting Collector ; whence it will be seen, that your Petitioner 
was not altogether so vei 7 ignorantof the real internal stale 
of the Zumindarees in his charge, as either to consider 
a tour of inspection and enquiry through them necessary at 
the time or to accede to the demands of the AlootahUu 
upon their plausible general statements. 

6. That, in the llth Par. your Petitioner is charged 
with ** not moving in the business for four months, at the 
** expiration of which, with issuing the Pooneuh Chitties, or 
" orders to his Moostt^irs to liola the usual festival at t1^ 
** commencement of the collecting year, and within five days 
**ofthe holding of this festival, calling u)Km the Moolahid$ 
** to furnish him with accounts which will shew what eat.lt 

Jtuott requinfl as remission to keep him upon the S|fot 
(* which he cultivates; that is detailed accounts of tliie 
* capability of the inhabitants of near one third of the whede 
** district,^ which, if procurable at all, could not be furnished 
** under six months ;** That your Petitioner here begs leave 
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MR.^RB&D’S ACCISA310N. 

on a point which lo nearly concerned the wdfare of the Estate 
^trusted to his charge — Instead however of taking any aiea- 
Bures he does not move in the buaness' for a Mriod ot fonr 
months at the expiration of which heissdiesthe Pooneak Chit* 
ties, or orders to nis Moostajirs to hold the usual festival at 
the commencement of the collecting year ; and within five 
days of the holding of this festival he calls upon tlie Mootahids 
to furnish him with accounts which will shew what each 
RjfoH requires as remission to keep him upon the spot he cul* 
tivates t that is, detailed accounts of the capabilities of the 
Athabitants of near one third of the whole district, if 
procurable at all conld not be furnished under six months. 
Mr, Imlach ought not to suppose that a large Salary of 700 
Rupees per mensem ts given him for doing nothing, nor should 
he merely sit in his Kutcheree as in a Court of Justice, and 
deintmd legal proof of every thing his Fyotts and Moosttjin 
uuijy tell him ; some little personal communication is advisable 
os It is the anomaly is presented by a Surbwakar in apparent 
igpomnce of the state of his Fyotts* 



BIIL IMLACH’S WSM: 

to observe In reply, tbkt, may not tbe Mootahidif conusMn^ 
with conunon sense, be supposed to have colleoted* ao0 
d^ested the re<|uidte inibthiation, ere they ventured to ataiO 
any material loss, or demand any considerable temissioai^ 
with any semblance of exactness, or the hope of olMoInhw 
consideration ? that, the calling for this account origioM, 
at tlie late hour so strongly pointed out in the repo^, la 
friendly conference, and apparently fnendly advice cSt thl 
Officiating Collector, and ine Judj^ of the district; yet' ft 
has been converted into an official weapon of attack upo^J 
your Petitioner, and by the prevailing spirit of advo^p 
attempted to render it impressive by a llhetorical exagfWii* 
tion. Does the Officiating Collector leally mean, that so^ 
an account must necessarily represent in detail, the capabilis 
tiesof the Inhabitants of nearly one third of the whole dis- 
trict ? and does the Officiating Collector actually beUeve^ that 
the whole of this imaginary division of his District, without 
exception, sund in need of participation in the solicited 
relief ? whatever be the amount of the Officiating Collector’s 
actual knowledge, and belief with respect to the general state 
of his district nt large, your Petitioner’s information regarding 
all the Estates entrustetl to his management, enables him to 
state, and to prove to your Board in rew words, that they at 
least are not involved in such general wretchedness and misery, 
a« are depicted in the Officiating Collector’s report : that, 
the Zumindarees of Soorjepore, SowsaBunbkag 8cc, and 
Kanthnagur &c. of which your Petitioner has the manage- ' 
ment, the first mentioned adjoining the Pergunnat of 
Futahpore^ Singheea wad Srtepore^ and other parts of thia 
Estate, and is situated alike on the borders of the Morung ; 
the second is situated in the heart of the Estate, and the last 
to the South of it ; that the Moostajirt and JtyoUs of these 
tbrae Zumindarees^ have observed the same punctuality, and 
pud the same extent of rent in 1240 Moolkee^ at they 
did in 1S39: and, that, the Estates of Puwakhahe^ and 
Teera Kharda, and l}fiappury are likewise situated the 
holders of the Morung and are adjacent to the Mnotahidn 
farm, and are managed by their respective Zumindart ; yet 
there exists no complaint of any such dreadful wietchednesi 
mcl misery, and the ninni^ away of HtfoUt from thmr 
Eistates, or from the three States under your Petitioner’s 
®'*« might be led to infer as being general from 
Mr. Offiaating Collector Read's sweeping itmort /»tliat 
the Mootahids in 1889 MoolkeCy peid tbM emn t^Rapeee 
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MR. RKAD’S ACCUSATIOK. 
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MU. iML/lCH'S AEI*LV» . 


S, 84, 000, and in 1340 Moolkee only tlie 8um of Rupees 
^tl^UOO, and the Estate is said by them to be incapable of 
yielding the stipulated tent, j-ultliouffh, if a correct account of . 
the rent exacted by die Mootahids 6. and O- Palmer's Jkeos" 
tajirs Dur Moostqjirs, Katkeenadars &c. were furiuabedy 
it would exhibit a mofussil Collection of at least 50 pas 
cent more that in reply to Mr. Officiating Collector 
Jiead^s observations, tliat Mr, Imtach ought not to •t^>* , 
pose, that a large salara of 700 Rupees per mensma, is 
** given him for doing nothing ;-.-nor should lie merely sit in 
his Kutcharee^ ns in a Court of J ustice, and demand Icgslj^ 
|)roof of every thing his Jtvotts and Moostyirs may tell 
** him : — some little iiersonal coiliinunication is advisable ; . 
as it is, the anomaly is presented of a Surburakar in 
apparent ignorance of the state ui his Rj/ott's," — Your 
Petitioner begs leave ' to stale, that so far troin presen um 
in his own person the anomaly as described by Mr. Ol£ 
ciating Collector Ready he feels himself qualihed by tnfor« 
mat ion, and prepared with proof, to deny the correctneM 
of Mr, Read's general description, ns well of the prevalent 
distress, as of the real force tuul extent of its causes ; that 
vour Petitioner in currying on the business of the Estate, 
lias never dared to aOuct or iniiiatc the Judge in Itis office ; 
but must certainly plead guilty to a want of latitude in Jiig 
iiiith ill not believing all diat lias been alleged or represented 
in the Mootahids letter of the 16th Cliite ( that, your Petitioner 
bas a right in denying that the Estate is on the brink of ruin, 
and hurrying on to oestruciion $ that, as a proof, may vour 
Petitioner be {lerniilted to ask, that if.he had really erre^ in 
not moving about for 4 months, would the Guardian of the 
'Elinor, and the Proprietors ( of whom one has subseouently 
become his Accuser, } have remained quietly m their Houses, 
for the space of 4 months, without taking any notice of Uw 
Mootahids account of tyretcliedness and misery, end diMr 
consequent claim of remission and remuneration, if iheEsiald 
bad really been in danger f Does not common sense fbf|>ttl 
the belief that they would ? Your Petitioner begs leave hern 
to state the real condition of some of (he farms which the 
Mootahids hold : — it is affirmed by the people, and geuw* 
ally acknowledged bv the Putwarcesy as well as otherwise 
pretty well known, that the oppressions and exactions of tM 
Mootahids f as well as their underfarmesy have reduced the 
Rjfotts to 'Poverty and Distress ; that, the difficulty of 
obtainiitg redress for (heir greivanoes is generally greater duu| 



IS 

MIt HEAP'S ACCIHSATIOM. 


19. For what purpose Mr. Jtniach could hare required 
•ueV papers at the period wheu it was necessary that all 
aetUements with the cultivatois dlould have been made 
hf the vnd«r/artn«rt and others, excepting it were for the pur* 
jpBfe of postponing settlement of the matter to an indefinite 

M altogether inexplicable. — Ifhe were not satisfied with 
maceottnts and laid before him ; if after making per* 

steal and local enquiries he still entertained any doubt of the 
null alate of afikirs^ apd had considered such accqunts neces* 
it Was his place to have called for them assoon os possible 
after the recj^ipt^ of the Mootaki^ first application. — Even 
had they been laid, before him*-'it is i^t quvte clear that they 
cottld bavh till own much light upon the ^object supposing 
( and I know not that 1 am supposing apy thii^ other than 
the truth for 1 find it recorded) that the /tj/oUf had been 
seldad by tlie M 90 takid$ and X)«r Moottqjir$ (acting in 
aspMt|jtion of a sAUement with their l«andlora } on the un- 
derstanding that no ipoie^ than a certain sum should be de- 
(handed fiom them : and that theaggr^rate of the sums thus 
payable by the Rjfoit* would not amount tOv (he sum pay- 
ime to the Sttrkvrakar by the Mootahiis die nonfulfilmetit 
^a seltlamaBt with the Mmagat would naturally lead to a 
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die Ryptts could venture to encounter either in dm Ciii|l 
Conitt) or the Criminei ; the notoriety of the paiknount inSiih 
ence or the Mi>oiahii$^ eni^ under dieir protecting l)ourni> tho 
comperative aefety oftheirimraediatetuiaei^armer) feiMrol(||f 
proving a stifBcient bar to the institution oL suits agunet thdat> 
on the part of the snfiering JRj/otU a bar« uliich it U not in 
power ofa solitary individual like your Petitumer to rMioVir 
that if proofs ot its existence be called for, and a proper 
investigation take place, your Petitioner will be fbund 
prepared to challenge the examination of the FotfXderuo 
records, and to indicate the manifold sources of their influeneh 
in the t )vil Courts ;~ihat with reterence to the Salary of your 
Petitioner, so bioadly hinted at by Mr. Officiatir^ CoUes* 
tor Jieady he begs leave to observe, that when yoiir 
Petitioner vras appointed, 700 Rupees |)er mensem warn 
not considered by tlie then Collector too much for the respond 
sibility and the duties of Uie charge; that his PredecesSOlU 
never leceived less than 500 Rupees or moie than 700 Rupee* 
monthly ; that this very subject was bi ought before tlie Com- 
missioncr of Revenue in 18^9, and admitted ; niul that tlia 
accounts of the Estates entiusied to his care, exhibit tlie best 
pi oof, under whose management the Piopiieiors have roalixed 
the greatest proKt. * 

7. That the JSth Par, of the Officiating CollectorV 
report, which deals in supposition^ and pretend* to be founded 
\nfoety need# not a lengtbmied notice at your Petitioner** 
hands r it confounds the time of settling with the cultivatqnu 
with that of the commencement of the season ibr reaping Midf 
collecting,— calculates on settlements a)ieged to be m tkti' 
expectation of a settlement with the Landlords, and on 
understanding tliat no more than a certain sum should h* 
demanded from them, asserts the aggregate of the sums dut* 
payable by the Rpotts to be short of the amount payaUe 
to the Sarturoffar by tlm Mootxhiis } and tlience as if h* < 
had been denlitg hi ffieta, deduces as consequences" an 
"noufiMlmenlol asetlkment,” and "a breach of die ipui#."' 
"Slicing, ’’—and ihet|tiflitio|i, then becoming not one of tyiHi 
mission to »* Imt of excess to his Jurnma, r(im| \ 
tptences, which ate the dUhpring a ^ib 
milisted into the service in suf^rt the cause of firkMlp. 
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MR. READ'S ACCUSATION. 


bfMcti of this understanding and then the question would 
be not what a remission the jR^oH requires from lus present 
jtintma ; but what excess to his present jiimma would he con* 
sent to give before deserting his present J Dte, It appears to me 
that the catling for such accounts when the Estate would ap- 
pear to be hurrying to destruction involves an absurdity. 

19. It is observable that throughout the whole of his 
correspondence Mr. Jmlach makes no allusion to the Moosta^ 
^irs nnd JDvfMoostqfirs. It is to be hoped that he has not 
any inclination to annihilate at once a most influential class 
of men scattered throughout these extensive possessions, 
Tliese are persons intimately connected with the Kjfotts, have 
more influence, and control over them and can manage them 
Inflnitely better than could the Surburukar through the agency 
■of his own Servants — Khass collections Mr. Jmlach might 
'manage on a limited scale ; but tlie adoption of any such 

? rstein through four or five extensive Pergunnahs with the 
roprietors pulling diflerent ways he would And a very differ* 
s»t matter. 


14. From the studied manner in vidiich Mr. Imlach has 
eivotded ail mention of the Moostajirs in his correspondence 
with tiM Mootahids I am led to sup))ose that he has so acted 
• 1^1 vdbKiioe to the previsions of clause S section XVI II, 
JRegulaftton VIll, 1819 which authorizes a Xumindar under 
wertain restrictions to send a Sezawul and collect directly 
#001 the Cultivators. — ^This enactmen however does 'uo 
Inorethan ’allow a Zmmhtdar to dosoornotat his option 
•nd n by no means imperative — a landed Proprietor might 
vend out a Setawvtl or not as he thought fit incurring tlie 
of pecimiary loss but fbr a Sutburakar it would be 
Wcemary to consult the benefit of 'the Proprietors ibr wnoin 
WM'-acting. A Manager is in the-discharge of a ddegaied 
"frutit stlid the uxorciseof his discretion in the use or abuse 
that trust must be entirely at his own vetpeueibility. In 
pmsent instance Mf. Jmlach has himsen recorded in 
•Mttm to tYteMooiaMds of the '19th Sawan that the send- 


ing put Sesawut would be attmided with con«derable loss to 
,tW Mootahids as his Officers could jgd poedblj C(dle$t so 
much M the Moottdiiis theiusdvea. 



15 

MR. IMLACH'S RERLY. 


8. That, in reply to the remark in the ISth Par. ** IhM 
it is observabte, that thronghont tlie whole of this corn^ 

** pondence, 9/r. Imlaeh makes no allusion to the Mod$taJit% 
•*and Dur Moogtajim, &c.’* 

Your Petitioner has to state, that vrith the 
and Dur Moostajirs of the Mootahids he has no bustnest 
or concern, and cannot in any way interfere in the arrange* 
ment subsisting between them and the Mootahids^ wilhotll 
rendering himself liable for the consequences; that these 
jUoostajirs and Dur Moostajirs being beyemd the control 
and reach of the Surburakary it is not possible for yoiB Peti- 
tioner to conceive how he can at once annihilate them ; that 
in the management of Farms, a Surburakar must be guided 
by the existing Regulations, and according to them iMfaos* 
tajirs and Dur Moostajirs must always stand or Hill with 
the Mootahids, 

9. That, the matter so strongly set forth in the 14tb Par. 
of Mr. Oxidating Collector Tiead's report, is not only 
irrelevant as regards the case submitted to hidi, bat the 
letter of your Petitioner bearing date I9th Satentty by mean's 
of quotations of a line or two from different parts, regardless 
the contest, has been made to bear a construction to his cmih 
liking and thus convened into a handle fur finding fitult 
with your Petitioner : your Peiilioner begs leave to stat^ 
that, the Mootahids were served with Notice on tbe'^SItn 
July that the 23d Sazean (Monday 5tli At^ust^ had been 
fixed on for the celebration of the festival oHlie J*oo»eea^ 
that tliey replied on the same day, that unless the temMfoftt 
aolicitedby them were granted by the day fixed finr 
Pooneeah “ bow could they make the Pooneeah ; thtjn 
thdronswer was immediately forwarded to the Pro^uNOi*{ 
that, on the 30th July your Petitioner wrote to the MeOtMtbfyf 
requesting they would give him a direct answer, whedter 
would or would not make the Pooneeah.^ tboA oil hearify 
from the MoolahidftkMt they would, your Petitioner on thn 
19th of Sawan addressed them a letter, which has been quo* 
ted under a perverrimi, and stated to them tiAA they nsni 
taken a qriee and prudent resolution because their refusal to 
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: J ^bmit that it would be as Well for Mr* Imlach to con* 
Bluer from whence and in what period the losses so incurred 
muid be madesfood to bim and vwhat would be the ultimate 
^ects of this Kbass collecting system on the general condition 
of the Bstate.^He may indeecl collect the amount of a Rist 
cw two by bringing a regular suit against the Securities for 
the purpose of having their real Property sold for ihie Messrs. 

Auers themselves are not generally considered men of Pro* 
pftrty but in the iiiean time what is to become of the Zumindaree 
and even the institution of Law proceedings with a view to 
the realization of any part of the arrears from the sale of the 
Securities Projierty would not in all probability be produc* 
tive of any benefit to the general Estate. 

The Atootnhida would naturally endeavour to protect 
their Securities 'and thus would be produced that same system 
of rack rent which it should be the main object of the Siir* 
bur4ikar to prevent. 


15. JIfr. Imlach in his letter to the Mootahids of tho 
t9th Sawan talksr about the institutiou of a suiiiinaty suit 
nd sending out Sazawuls to collect both of which measures 
te has strictly speak^ the power to adopt though it may be 
bnbtful whether thm adoptiem would be advisable ; under 
^ possibility that Ijnay have fallen into any misapprehension 
ftne spirit and intent of the Rugulations enacted for the 
jiiidance of Proprietors in the collection of rents 1 am in* 
\m6d to dwell a moment longer upon this point so that in 
1^ event of my being in error 1 may be corrected before 
my advice to the Surburukari the provisions of Sec* 
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p»ke the Poanfeak^ would have compiled your Potiiioiiei^ 
p order to enable hiin_ to carry on the collection^ dnt to 
institute a summary suit aga\p8t them, and then to seud out 
^etawfilt f that your Petitioner, in this place, entreats tbp 
conuderation of the Board, whether Mr. Officiating CoHectof 
Xead is borne out in the construction which he has though^ 
proper to mye your Petitioner’s letter, and the animus < 
with which he would represent him to be acting towards tbit 
Mootahids i that though your Petitioner never touched upon 
the subject of the mortgaging Securities, or the Property ot tW 
Mootahids, Mr. Officiating Collector Read, has conceived 

N ecessary, for purposes not dearly comprehensible to your 
'etitioner to discant upon both in his letter, and to pronouns^ 
the Mootahids upon general repoi t not to be men of property $ 
it may not be amiss to state in this place, that when the messrt. 
Palmers were about to retake the Farm, they made out ai| 
Inventory of their Elephants, Houses, Boats, Silver Plate Buu 
to the amount of 50,000 Rupees ; that in continuation of his 
reply to the 14th Par. your Petitioner begs leave to observe 
that, if the Mootahids had persisted in not making the Poo" 
neeah, your Petitioner could not, by letting the collections 
/cease, have allowed the Estate to be put up to the hammer ; 
hut that it would have been his duty to act forthwith as he 
gave the Mootahids clearly to understand that, under these 
circumstances to keep pondering as to whence, and at what 
pet iod, the losses would be made good would have savoured 
more of insanity than of wisdom ; that, in adverting to the 
system of rack rent at the close of this paragraph, Mr. 
ciating Collector Read seems entirely to forget, that the refu« 
sal of the Mootahids to make the Pooneean would of ItseliT 
have rendered them powerless by depriving them of the meanf 
of collecting. 

IQ. That Par. 15th after what your Petitioner has stated 
above, needs no reply, and Par. 16th also, being a 
pieembUi) requires no comment at his hands. 
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(ion XVIII Regulation VIII 1819 were enacted in explana* 
tion and modification of the rules of Section K V. Regulation 
VI I 1799. ' This latter enactment is entitled a Regulation 
fbr enabling proprietors and farmers of land to realize their 
rents with greater punctuality. Now in the preamble of Re* 
gnlation VllI 1819 are the following words. 

** It has been deemed advisable to explain and modify 
lome of the existing rules for the Collection of rents with a 
'view to render them more efficacious than at present as well 
tA to provide against sundry means of evasion now resorted 
to by defaulters.” 

From the foregoing it appears that the general and main 
* object of the Regulations regarding rents is to enable landed 
proprietors to collect them punctually so that they may have 
; it in their power to pay up the Government Revenue without 
default, it also became necessary to vest proprietors with au* 
thority to cancel all iniermediate tenures between themselves 
and the cultivators to protect them against frauds wliich were 
practised upon them not unfrequently; for instance a proprie* 
. for gave a farm; say at 50,000 Rupees per annum for a term 
of years, the Mooslajir let it out to a Uur Moostajir in reality 
at 55,000 Rupees receiving §5,000 out of it by cash or bond 
‘jmyment and inserting in the Pottah and Kubooliut only 
W,000, at the end of the year, the Moostajir wilfully defaults, 
; the proprietor annuls his lease and iinds himself compelled to 
collect from a man who holds a Pottah at 30,000 being consi* 
.derably less than he had let it out for. 

This mode of proceeding would of course shortly ruin an 
I^tate and the recurrence of such frauds was provided against 

the regulation enacted in 1819. — This rule does not by any 
i^^inteans require of necessity a Surburakar to send out Sezaa>uit 
.on arrears appearing due. 

It becomes his duty to act in such a manner as to collect 
the utmost he can either directly or through the farmers from 
'fhe cultivators without impoverishing thehistate, and 1 conceive 
it would be no excuse or defence for a manager to lay his finger 
on a couple of lines of any Regulation and urge that he was 
c^lv exercising a legal authority when in the exercise of tliat 
:«uthority he was employing the most efficacious means for 
jNinging the Estate under his management to the hammer. 

16. It is now necessary to advert to the particular cir* 
tcumstances under which a remission is prayed for, and in so 
Moing 1 must refer not only to the papers which ilfr. Imlach 
faas sent^ but also to the general state ol the district and partica* 
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larly of some of the Pergunnahs farmed by the Messrs. Palmers 
iivhich is notorious as mso to those causes which have operated 
to create the present existing dist^sa among the and 

agricultural community generally 

17. From the last Juiiima wassill Baukee account of the 
farms for the past year sent by Mr. Imlach and tumished to 
him by the Mootahids it appears that the Juinma payable to 
the Surburakar amounts to Rupees 3,70>328J 5.1 0^ and that 
the total Dehattee and Moostajiieejumma amounts to Rupees 
41^05,510.9.5, of wliicb the sum of 3,59,500. 4. 9, has been 
collected leaving a balance of 46,219. 8. 18. 2 due to the 
Mootahids. — ^Of this sum it is stated that 94,000 Rupees are a 
mere nominal Jumma, the Jumma payable to the Mootahids 
being entered in xne account according to the amount payable 
to them in the preceding year of 1959 Moolkee^ in which they 
ako held the farm : but of which a sum of Rupees 94,000 is 
ajktogether irrecoverable, the having left their Jotes, and 

from which consequently 'no returns have been made. This 
would reduce the amount actually settled for to (in round 
numbeis ) Rupees 3,81,500 of the balance in the hands of the 
Moostajirs it is expected that very little will be realized : and 
it is fui ther stated that if any demands for arrears be now 
made by the Mootahids^ it will be the signal for exactions 
vpon the Byotts, and a spur to promote the progressive depo* 
pulation of the Estate. 
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11. That, in the 17t1i Par. it is stated by theOfficii^liW 
Collector, that in 1340 Moolkee a Balance of 46,319 Raftew: 
8 Annas 18^ Oundahs was due to the Mootakids ; and of tld# 
sum 34,000 Rupees are a mere nominal Jumma, alto^brt^ 
irrecoverable ; that, vour Petitioner here begs leave to obseifl^. 
that this statement of the Officiating Collector’s, is not stip^ 
ported either by the 3foo/aAtdf l^tt^r of the 16th Chile, , 
their Jumma Wassil Bakee of the 9lh Chile, or by that brtlMi ' 
loth Sawun, sent by the Jlfoota/tids to yoUi^lPetittoner } llta| 
the two Jumma Wassil Bakees exhibit the sum of Three litt^ 
forty^one Thonsandj two hundred and fifty*nine Rap€^, is 
settled with Moostnjirs under the new lease, and Bixty<«foSt 
Thousand, two Hnndred and sixty Rupees as the amount 6f- 
Khass Mahals t in which, the Mootahids write in their aboUt 
mentioned letter that they had ffir^ven three, four, and fire annii 
in the Rupee to (tieR^ottSfin their former ren/, and do not say^’ 
thattn 1340 Moolkee they had remitted one Rupee to tra 
iRoos/n/tVi or from the Jumma either had stipulate 
to pay from that year ; — that here your Petitioner begs lea^'' 
to observe, that the AfootoAfds Dehatee Jumma of 1239 
was considerably more ; and it is worthy of notice, that dMt 
Jumma Wassil Bakee of 9th Cliite exhibits an arrear of Rup^ 
Twenty-eight Thousand and five Hundred, and that of the 
15th Sawun Rupees Twenty«three Thousand nine Hui^drid 
and SeveiUy in the Khass Mahals t and that it is stated bj 
the in their letter of the 16th Chite, that they batfj 

to such Ityotts as were unable to pay, forgiven half of their 
arrears, and for the other half, had taken agreement fromlhehi' 
to pay in the following years > that it is worthy of remark, 
that the half of the aforesaid amount of arrear, yiz. Twenty- 
(eight Thousand and five Hundred Rupees, amounts to 
Fourteen Thousand two Hundred and Fifty Rupees, t noil^ 
by what means the Officiating Collector discovered the ambtiAi 
of irrecoverable Jumma to be Twenty^four Thousand Rupe^ 
the papers and acconnts sent to your Petitioner and by lnn| 
forwarded to his superior, do not shew ; and his ffincied stitti 
of Twenty vfour Thou^d Rupees cannot ^ allows to atasd 
good in the w^ of making the Mootahids Dehatee Junnlla 
appear Three Lacs, E^ty -one Thousand, and ,five Hundred 
only K— that this J^tragraph closes with stating nSRoai tin 
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18, The Messrs, hare submitted certain state* 

ments with their Urzeeof the 10th August. 

Fiom statenj^nt No. 4 it appears tbatthe expences of col« 
lection aie about Rupees 15,000. 

This would make the sum total payable by the Mootahids 
including Jiimma and costs of collection equal to (in round 
tiiunibei’s ) 3,85,500 to meet which have been collected Rupees 
'S|59.300 inflicting an actual loss upon the Mootahids of Rupees 
$0,000. Under the head of remarks in statement No. 3. sub* 
fitted by the Messrs. Palmers it is noted opposite to this farm 
xlhat 14^ annas in the Rupee have been paid up. This would 
^amount to Rupees 3,36,000 to which if the costs of collection 
-be added would give a total actually expended of Rupees 
«^51,000 leaving in the hands oi the Mootahids a sum of be- 
tween 8 and 9 thousand Rupees to meet a demand of near 
35,000 still due by them to the Surburakar. It would appear 
that the amount in the hands of the Mootahids has not been 
l^aid up in the hope of their being allowed to execute an In* 
italment bond for a Ittilf anna portion of the arrear which 
igrould 'enable them to carry the balance in hand to the 
payment of the icnts for the pre«5ent year, much of which there 
18 very little hope of collecting just at present. 

The loss incurred by the Mootahids of Rupees 26,000 
as appears from these accounts is certainly very heavy ; and 
if they have done all in their power to ^uard against it and 
ere the victims of circumstances over which they could have 
bad do control, their case is certainly deserving of every 
consideration. 

19. The question suggests itself are the accounts sub* 

^ correct i tlieir correctness has not been disputed : and 

4'iia^it wpears properly so, for the papers ceitainly shew that 
i tSie Mootahids are not merely seeking their own advantage | 

i>ut are willing to do all they can tor the Estate if only 
yipported by the Proprietors and Surburakar^ 
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Motahids that ^ of the balance in the hands of the tnoosit^irt it 
is expected that very little will be realized, ” and *'that if any 
demands, for ai rears be now made, it will be the signal for 
exactions upon the rj^ottt, and a spur to promote the progrea* 
&ve depopulation of the estate ’’ : — your Petitioner cnvM 
permission to observe, that notwithstanding all this, and Uw 
additional declaration of the Mootahida, tW not more thfdi 
lU or 12,000 rupees could be realized,” they have contrited 
to squeeze 33,000 rupees out of these very poor rjfotta and 
moosttyirs. * 

IS. That, par. 18th of Mr. Officiating Collector Redd'A 
report refers to an »rsee and statement of iMmootahida^ whidl. 
have been withheld from your Petitioner t —that in this para^ 
graph, the Officiating Collector makes out the amount total, 
payable by tlie Mootahida to be 3,85,300 rupees, to meet 
which it is stated they have collected 8,59,300, under an actual 
loss of 26,000 rupees. May your Petitioner here be permitted 
to ask, to what account in the Officiating Collectors' opinion, 
is the sum of 14,000 rupees, the arrears of 1240 moolkee^ for 
which the Mootahida have taken agreements from the fyoiti 
to fpay by instalments, to be carried To what account, 
does he think, are the arrears due to the Mootahida by the 
mooftajira for 1240 moolkee^ amounting to 22,300 rupees, 4# 
be placed ? — Does the Officiating Collector really consider the 
amount of the collections, or the result of an unfavourable 
year, a true criterion to judge by, of the Anal outturn of a 
farm for Hve years i Your Petitioner forbears commenting oil 
the conclusion which is attempted to be drawn at the end of 
this paragraph from premises which at the very first s&t off ace 
laid down with an J/:-—' 


13. That in i^ard to the 19th par. on the corrwtnaM of 
the accounts furnished by the ilfoo/aAtdr,yourPetition%r begl 
to observe, that they are accounts between the Mootahida and 
their mooatqiira and their ryotta of khasa - muhala^ who 

* See Appendix A. and B. Column of balance doe {mdnunttytan 
vAkhmmibada, 
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90. Mr. Imliicli, imleed in hia letter to the Mnotahidu of 
the 16th $awan u lilMwiae in both hia irrsee.<r to mey aaja that 
the Mootakidt are aeekin^ their own advantafje and care no* 
thing for him or the eatate. In proof of thia he refera mereljr 
to ^o columna of the^'tfmme wattil baukee atatement from 
aHiich he aaya it ia apparent that the amount payable to him 
being 8y7D,(M)0 rupeea and the dehattee and moostajirre 
jmmmaeMvaX to 4y0S»0(X) there would appear to be a profit 
of ^,000 mpeea, and even admitting that 24,000 rupeea 
conatituted a merely nominal yr/mma aiill there would be n 
jrardua of about llor 12,000 rupeea. Mr Imlacli doea not 
go farther and refer to the atatement of collectiona, nor doea he 
make any reference to the state of the &rma aa far aa reapecta 
the fhrmera and ryotit. He entirely overlooka tlie circum* 
atanee that ia next to impossible to collect every fraction in 
io extensive a farm, nor does he reflect that were every frac* 
tion of the amount actiiallv settled for, 3,81,000 ( rupeea ) to 
be collected the whole of hia surplus would be more tium 
•beorbed by the eosts of collection at the rate of 3 per cent. 



alone are efficiently acquainted widi them to cheek thms t 
that aa far as your Petitioner is personally concerned, he rea* 
pectfully rabmits to the Board’s decision, whether he has no^ 
as Surourakarf afforded the Mootahids all Intimate 
epport. 

14. Ths^^ in the SOth Par. of this report, Mr. OfficiMfitf 
Collector /{cad sets Ibrtb, that*^ Mr. IwUaeh mdeedsays^jl^HHf 
** the ’Mo(ftahidt ate seeking their own adrant^n anm^MMle 
** nothing for him or the Estate ’‘'‘*>your Petitioner omha^itii. . 
add, that, he still adheres tothe same opinion ; that^ if saAlwlr 
not been their object, they would not, till within twenty 'dkjft 
of the Government SawuwKist’s beceonag due, ha^.isim 
sMret their threat, ( for your Petitioner cannot call it tMk 
disinterested purp^, ) if not oiakmg the PooaeeaA 
their demand were granted, but would have at- once^ avowed 
their intention, at the very time they first applied for Teadssbis . 
and remuneration, and thus placed the Pro^etors and yaw 
Petitioner upon the same ground with dtemselves^ .and -loft 
them room to ofierate with advantage : that, in reply to the 
remainder of this Paragraph, your Petitioaer bega^ieava' to 
state, that the arrems in 1S40 inoo/4ee of the Metghboan^ 
Estates of Sooijapore,of which the Dehattae Jnmma exccedsibeir . 
Lacs, and the arrears of smaller Estates Sowsa Bunbhai^ did 
and Kanthhniigur, fitc. all three of vrhich are undW' fWf 
Petitioner’s management, do not exceed the arrears of 1899 
Moolkee , — this beiiig the year in which the Mootahids pa^ 
Three Lacs and Eightydour Thousand Rupem from toeir 

E resent Farm, whereas in 1840 Moolkee they pmd only Hirse 
■acs and ThirtV'six Thousand Rupees; and their defaicatioi^ 
as well as the alleged state of some of their forms, are mattws 
of some little surprise: that the Mootakidsy as well as tha 
Oiticiadng Collector, have laid some stress on the shortness. of 
the Paddy Crop produced in Puigunnas Futehpore Singhewk 
and Srsepore, beiim scarcely sufficient for the rabsistence w 
the HyotU ; and tnst it has pleased the Officiating Collw^/ . 
to attach blame to your Petitioner for potparticulany notMdtW 
dw coffeytioiw of sttdl an year as is described abov^ Htuo. • 
Ihinking; perhaps bKitded by foienddiip, that the. Mo<^h^ 
have attempted to meke out a case from the partial conaNh 
watiwi of one w^rooraUo season for remisdon in 
stipulated rent for 4 yyars to come: that, thqr Wight not to 
have looked npou the' Pr^rietors, or your Pwtkmer, to beso 
ihocfp^iiei^ ai ooi tp cajculew oa4he chatioai pf du> aeasona 
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ftl. But the most eouiplete anmrer to this accusation of 
JjEr. /miacA’s isgiven bv the AfootoAt<fs- ihemseWes. If^e 
‘ ininsiMi be not sranted under the belief that the Mooiahidt 
i^re urging the point merely to advantage themselves, they offer 
^eeHectforthe^tfmindiirr for the whole peri^ of the farm 
i/iytan remaining) for nothing and are ready to bind themselves 
to pay to the Surburakar every traction tney collect after dia* 
cnaiging the Costs of collection all profits to go to the ITm* 
miMar$ and all losses to be borne by them.* If this will not do 
lieid the Surburakar thinks he can make more by taking the 
IMUoagement into his own hands than by granting a remission 
Jaootahidt express their readiness to cancel the lease* 
l!Us at least has the appearance of honesty. ** 


Bfor hate the Moolahidr in any way exaggerated the 
Isfetched state of the Jl^olts. It is a notorious fiwt that the di* 
t distress has been mt through agreat pcnrtion the district 

ifing the (iast year, and that a partial fiunine ovring to the 
”~itoot the rice crop has ra|Kd in parts of it, eneciallyin 
of the PmgnnnaM farmed by the Jfessrt. jPamert, 

‘ * ^rents have been found <H|fuw 

enable them to buy a nttleApd. 


^jt is equally notorious th|t parents 
wiir diOdren for sale, oidy to enable 
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in the above mentioned mace of time, in the consideration dT 
their unreasonable demand : that, as an instance of change foc 
the better, the present year hhs produced such an abundant 
paddy ciop as has not for years back been witnessed in thia 
district, and the prices also are higher than usual ; so that thia 
year alone bids fair to compensate for the badness of the pav^ * 
tial one complained of by the and Mr. Officiating; 

Collector liead ; that, yout Petitioner here begs leave to 
observe, that the Officiating Collector in stating the actual 
jumma settled for to be 3,81,000 rupees, is labouring under a 
mistake, and that, ifhc be not already awai-c of it, he will find 
on examination, that the sumofS4,000 rupees fixed andde** 
manded by them by way of remission and remuneration, as being , 
alike sufficient and necessary for the removal of the alleged*" 
prevalent wretchedness and misery, has been deducted from 
their dehailee jumma of 4,05,000 rupees, and thus leaves 
3,81,000 rupees, the mistaken amount set forth by the Official* 
iiig Collector. 

15 That, your Petitioner regrets the necessity of com- 
menting in plain terms on the 2 1st. par. of Mr. Officiating' 
Collector Read's report^ in which, in addition to his other 
exertions in their defence, he is pleased to lay down this 
dictum : But the most complete answer to this accusation of 

Mr. Imlacli" (of the Moolahid^ seeking their own advantaj^) 
‘‘is given by the A/oof themselves.’' i. e. if the remisn 
sion be not granted, they are ready alike either to collect tot< 
the remaining four years for nothing at all, offering to pay tho 
Surburakar every fraction after discharging the costs of collec- 
tion, all profits and losses being borne by the zumindarSy or to' 
cancel the lease ; and this plausible attempt, in the expects* 
tion of obtaining their demand, or in failure thereof, to get rid 
of the lease, is so strongly adduced as a proof of honesty : ofl 
this point your Petitioner forbears making farther comment. 

16 That, in replying to the 22d. par. of Mr. 
Officiating Collector Readme report, your Petitioner bege 
first to call the attention of the Board to the general caused 
of the general distress set forth by the Officiating CoUec*. 
tor, and then to state for their consideration, that altho' ^ 
the Mootahids hold fiirms to the amount of 7,S6,500 rup^ 
I^r annum, yet, they talk not of distress, nor solicit remis* 
sion, in zilia Gondwara, zilla Bhawaneepore, ziUU' 
Beernugur> zilla Nuthpore, talooks Atlabarie and 


^ See Appendix B. second column. 
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Other causes have also contributed to the distress. Amongst 
these may be enumerated the stoppage of payments of large 
Sums of money ( amounting to some Lacs ot rupees annually > 
in the way of Indigo advances, the circulation of this money 
doubtless materially assisted the and bettered their con* 

diUon ; again the breaking up of the grain-merchants, esta- 
' blishments to the north and east of the district in the vicinity 

3 f the Mahanudda and other rivers has materially narrowed 
le market for the sale of agricultural productions : and the 
System recently adopted in the Morung of granting lands free 
of rent for a long period to persons who will clear and cultivate 
them has caused a tendency to emigration and the utter deser* 
,tion of numerous villages on Ute frontier, and in the directions 
0fsome of the farms held by the applicants. A sufficient 
counteracting inducement must now be held out to the rtfoUt 
to remain, or the estate in that quarter will soon be a perfect 
waste. 

Blit the distress is not confined merely to this district, it 
bas been general throughout Bengal ( 1 believe 1 should not 
Ihll far short if I were to say the whole of India ) and it cannot 
bb a matter of wonder that the agiicultural interest in com- 
ihon with every other should have suffered a severe shock, 
fiom which it may not speedily recover. 

In thisdistiict 1 may safely affirm that with the exception 
oF the Huvellee estate in which these extensive farms are held 
|l)y the Messrs. Palmer, not a Zumindar^ has been enabled 
to collect above 14 annas in the rupee of his rents for the past 
ybah The foregoing circumstances 1 have mentioned as they 
tire notorious, and bear conaderably upon the subject undtir 
cUQIuderation. 
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Oefiooma, all these farms being situated adjacently to f%l 
estate, and twoofthem closeito thefrontier: that your PetitroflM^ 
would now solicit the Board's attention to the partial caustic 
whose sphere of local influence has been limited ; that 
breaking up of the grain- merchant's establishments, and tlW 
system of granting lands free of rent, fora long peiibd. 
persons who will clear and cultivate them, appear to your 
titioner to be most deserving of notice; that your Peiitionier? 
begs leave to state, that the grain-merchants^ establisbme(^ 
were broken up in 1S58 moolkee^ and have afiected alike tHa 
agricultural produce of the country in the vicinity of the 
tier, as well in the Morung, as out of the Morung, peiim^ 
more the produce of the Morung-than the produce of ikfs 
district : that accoiding to the report of the Ofliciating Co* 
lector the system of granting lands rent-free has caused a 
tendency to emigration, and the utter desertion of numerous 
villages on the frontier and in the direction of some of the 
farms held by the Mootnhids : that your Petitioner begs iO ^ 
state in re|3ly, that the e^ctent of general emigration from this 
district is not altogether free from exaggeiation ; that, your. 
Petitioner feels embolden by his personal information 1^ 
challenge an examination into it along the line of the frontier ' 
in the neighbouring estates of Ranga(>anee, Sreepore, 8ooP» 
japore, Puwakhallee, Futapore Singheea, Teerakharda, Nat^ ' 
pore and Dliupper, and makes no hesitation in adding, ikw 
the measure of emigration to and from the Moriing in regiu^ 
to the above mentioned estates, will in general be found ta t^; 
pretty nearly equal ; and that in whatever parts of any of ihosa: 
estates the tendency to emigration to the Moriing as well as 
to the neighbouring estates, shall be* found to prevail to 
any extent, the causes of it will almost invariably be traced to 
internal tyranny and oppression, flight from which is now gefif» 
crally considered preferable to the tedious and comparatively 
fruitless search afier remedy or redress ♦ : that, before coiif 
eluding his answer to the S2d par. of the report, your Peiitt* 
oner begs leave to draw the attention of the Board to that pan 
ot ihe Mooiahids^ leuer of the 16th CAi7c, in which ^ ^ 

foilure of the paddy crop in 1340 moolkees in the MorungolM , 
is notified by Mootahidsz onA begs to state for infurma* 
tion of the Board, that it is well known to tlie inbabitanis of ih# 
northeim pans of this district, that the Morung is unequal totha 
support of any graat influx of emigrants, from whom no sort of 
advfhiageis to be derived to the estate for any length of 
lime ; that your Petitioner farther begs permission to siat^ 
that in 1340 moolkee^ from the neighbouring estate of 

^ tike F. 
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23. There are some other facts which the Mootahid$^ 
liave urged in favor of their application, being indulgently 
jreceived. From the statement No. I. submitted witlt their 
^Urtee of the 10th August, it appears that since their residence 
in Piirnenh the Messrs, Palmer have held farms in this 
dikrict to the amount of upwards of 15 lachs of rupees ; state- 
ment No. 2, shews that they at present hold farms to the 
alBiount of 7,30,500 annnaliy. The total amount already 
'paid as per both these statements exceeds 55 lacs of rupe^ ; 
and that this is the first time any balance has appeared against 
them (I mean of course any actual balance, and do not refer 
to ^e delay of a few days in the payments of kists) of the 
iibove*lar^ sum no less than S8| lachs have been paid to the 
Huvellee estate. This at least shews that the Moolahids are 
wood Managers and honest men and not likely to urge any 
Trivolous excuses for non-payment of their rents; an impress 
hion which is farther strengthened by the ofiers they have 
%ade of working for the zumindars and throwing up the 
ibirms as more particularly alluded to in paragraph 21st. 

'' 24. Mr. Imlach indeed in his tirsecof &e 12th August^ 
^ates that the Mootahids during the period of their last lease 
flkj^ied for, and obtained under the instructions of the Coliec« 
i*emission to the extent of 7,000 some hundreds of rupees; 
referred to these papers and find that that amount was 
to by iht Mootahids^ but^under very difktentt^ 
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SorjaporCy Aiuviied on the frontier j your Petitioner's collee* 
tions have been much the ^ine as in 1^39 moolkecy yet ntf 
emigration or desertion has there taken place : that with 
reference to that part ofMr. Officiating Collector Itead's 
report, in which it is set forth that with the exception of the 
Huvellee estate, in which these extensive farms are held 
the ilJoofahidsy not a Zumindar has been enabled to collet 
above fourteen annas in the rupee of his rents for the past 
year,” Your Petitioner begs to observe, that the estates 
of Sowsa, Buiibliag &c. yielded as much in 1240 as in 1239^ 
proof of which was in the Collector’s office previous to the 
date of this report ; that Istimrar Kanth Nngiir &c. khirajec 
and lakhirajee realized more the past year than in 1S39, that 
a part of pergunna 'Fajpore which came into the Court 
Wards last year, and the Moofaslte Jumma of which is about 
50,000 rupees yielded the full amount of i\\eJuvima within 
3, or 4,000 rupees the last year, ns well ns in 1239 : that in zillas 
Gondwara, Bhawancepore, and Beerngur, a considerably 
greater amount was collected the past year, than in the one 
preceding it, by Messrs C. & G. Palmer. 

17. That in replying to the Officiating Collector's S3d^ 
par. where it is set forth, that the Mootakids are good ma» 

nagers and honest men, and not likely to urge any frivulous 

excuses for non*payment of rent” your Petitioner begs ieiinre 
to inform ihe Board, that on account of 1237 fuslecy thes^ 
Moolahidg claimed, and managed to obtain from Maha 
Cliutter Sing a remittance of some 10 or 12,000 rupees^ 
although a very handsome profit had remained to them after 
paying the stipulated amount. 

18. That in bringing the contents of the 24th. par. to 
the notice of the Board, your Petitioner regrets the necessity 
in which he so often finds himself placed by Mr. Officiating 
Collector Read's report, to point out any thing like mistalvs, 
or accidental mis-statements in matters which he has had. .to 
represent with reference to the Mootakids \ that your Peiitipafter 
liere begs leave to inform the Board, that the Mooiahids did 
claim a remisnon of 15,489 rupees per annum, or 77, 445r|ipo^ 
in the course of the term of their last lease ; that, youf P^ti« 
oner, considering their application in most of its items frivolous 
.and inadmissible, returned it to them to be amended^ and the 
^Mootakids immediately reduced their chum- to 7,688 .rupees 
per annum, or 37,940 rupees during the term of their lease ; 
:lliat if, Jilr. OfficUtiiig Collector Read bad himself .taken the 
trouble carefully to examine the requisite papers 'ere he put 
his signature to the report, he would have found that the 
JMootahidghsA. in factpsnd only two Fuojdaree Dak runners at 

TX It . 1 — - .. . S 
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iCtuiiBtances .• pan of it was on account of dawk rnnners for 
bye roads which is generally considered a Zumindaree 
eatpense. The runners were paid by the Moolahids and a 
deduction from their rents equivalent io the amount so paid 
on account of the Zumindars was requested. Here at least 
there was no remission, the amount having been actually paid 
by ti^e MooUthids. The remainder of the sum objected to was 
on account of the rents of certain lands included in the pot- 
tab of (he Mootahids^ but of which the Surbarakar was not 
able to give iliem possession, the lands being in the possession 
of other persons ; the Collector gave it as his opinion that the 
Surbarakar could not demand the rents of lands of which he 
could not give his farmer possession, and advised him that in 
the first instance he must sue for recovery of them. I submit 
that there is but little similarity or analogy in the foregoing 
to the case under consideration » 


S5. There is another circumstance deserving of notice in 
the papers submitted ; and which shews the^evil of not having 
any fiited purgurnah rates. The jumma of one of the pur^ 
gunnah^s (Sooitanpore^ now farmed by the Messrs. Pal- 
mer was held by him formerly (os per statement No. 1,) at 
rupees 44,(M)0 per annum he now pays for it rupees 6 1,500 
being an increase of nearly 50 percent. This progressive 
incr^ipfe must have a stop somewhere ; and if it be carried 
^tho great a length will injure the propeity most seriously. 
^^||ithaa already done so to a considerabb degree is clear 
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tbe-rest being Military guides, who are to be paid bytha 
Military agreeably to the orders of Goyernnaept wid dp noi 
constitute a S5»tniniareiB ^pence ; that neyetthelMs, tbt 
then Acting Collector (the present Judge of the Uistrict^f 
allowed their claim ; that with refei-ence to Mr. QC^ciathig 
Collector Heaths stateinpnt of tlie Mootahiis having paid 
runners, your Petitioner begs leave to observe, that theas. 
Military guides and the Under Farmers complained to yoiijr 
petitioner that die Mootahids did not pay tliem ; and that jt^ 
this remission, grant^ byhisSu^rior, your Petitioner aldipugh 
considering it inadmissible, could not presume to object, bplt 
left it to the option of the Zunundars to recover the am punt 
fro.m the Mootahids by tneaps of a regular suit : that in thif 
Paragraph, i^ain ; Mr. Oinciating .Collector Readt owipg 
perhaps to lus opt having personmly examined the necssafy 
documents, labours under another accidental mi^talement ip 
his representation to the Commissioner, that ‘‘ the ivmaindmr 
of the sum objected to was on account of rents of cer« 
“ tain lands included in the Pottah of the Moolahidsy but of 
“ whicli the Surburakar was not able to give them posses* 
sion ” as the Pottah tjie Mootaffids will prove all rent free 
lands, and lahds not i,n possession, being excluded fi;om the 
settlement, that in consequence, tlie daim for reinisslpn, 
advanced by il/r. fi. Perry f a Moostujir virus not allowed j 
whilst a dincrent prder was passed on. ihe Mootahids claim 
although with the exception of 73 Rupees being the Jt'.uojdaree 
Pawkranners pay Two Hundred and Seventy three Jlnpees 
and four aniias, rents op qertgin Qrchai;as o^ which the 
produce had been sold by tlm Surburakar^ apd ahout Fifty 
Kiipecs paid by a Malgopzyjr into the KoorJe Kuchereey the 
remainder of the claim .bei^pontrary to the terms 

of the existing contract between the Mootahids and the Sur- 
burakur, was, in the humh.le opinion of your Petitioner, 
utterly inadmissible. 

19. That, theSo Par. of Mr. Oiheiating. Collector 
report, regarding the sericms.evil qf.not t^ajiring any fi^ed Perf 
euntfa rates ,hnd the Inference so plainly attempted to be 
drawn froqi.tt jji (avour of jthe Mootahids, and against yoiir. 
Petitioner, merits the particular notice of your Board j .Uigtf, 
in reply, your Petitioner begs to submit for the information 
of the Board, that on account of Pergunna Sooltanpore, 
once farmed by the Mootahids at Forty four thou.sana 
Rupees, the amount payable to Government is Forty nine 
thous&nd live Hundred and Eighty ISeven Rupees and five 
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knd it is now essential to the benefit of the ESstate that the 
Zumindars diould forego part of their present income for 
the purpose of promoting their mwn ultimate advantage 
It may also be here observed that the Messrs, Palmers hold in 
fitrm another Pergunnah 'that of Nathpore from the same 
Surburakary at an annual Jumma of Rupees 4:8,000. These 
Zumindars have very extensive property besides the Per- 
gunnahs farmed by the Messrs, Palmers; all of which is 
under the management of Mr, Imlach. Now the annual sum 
payable and actually paid by the Messrs. P/i/merr, during the 
past years, notwithstanding the arrears, considerably exceeds 
the Sudder Jumma payame to Government on the whole of 
the property of these Zumindars ; thus leaving the rents of 
the rest of the extensive property exclusive of that farmed by 
the Messrs. Palmersy as so much clear profit to the Proprietors. 
1 would submit that Mr. Imlach, should pause before he 
proceeds to get rid of or ruin such Farmers as these. 

S6th. It may be asked why did the Messrs, Palmers 
consent to take the farms at such rates ? 


To this it may be fairly answered that they certainly did 
not pay sufficient attention to certain indications which would 
have told them that a fall in rents might naturally be expected ; 
but it was impossible that they could have foreseen the failure 
of the Crops, and the famine which followed ; or have been 
prepared more than others for that general distress which has 
prevailed every where. 

27th. The foregoing are considerations which under any cir> 
cumstances I should have thought it my duty to offer for your 
deliberation ; but they derive considerable force from the fact 
of the Proprietor of 8 Anna share of the Estate having con* 
seated to a remission to tlie extent of one Anna, or one six* 
teenth of the whole Jumma for the entire period of the farm, as 
wpears from his letter to Mr, Imlach' s address dated the 16th 
Sawun. Rajah Bejai Govind Singh says that the account of 
die farms given by the Aloo/aAtds is correct and that his con* 
sent to the remission is freely given in order that the Rt/oUs 
may be enabled to cultivate his lands to the improvement of 
his Esute rather than be driven from it by a rack renting 


process. 



MR. IMLACH’S REPLY. . 

« 

•nnas per annum, and that immediately previous to the 
Mootahids obtaining the lease on the above mentioned Juiri^a 
Baboos Rampurshad awU Sudasookh held it at an annual 
rent of 61,600 Rupees (Sixty one thousand and live Hundred) 
so that the Messrs. Painters then got the Farm of it at, a 
decrease of nearly SO per Cent, and now only pay the uriginnl 
Jumma of Sixty one Thousand live Hundred Rupees, 
out any progressive increase of Pergunna rates whatever t that 

J rour Petitioner in concluding his reply to this Paragn^th 
eaves it to your Board to decide, from the particular tenor 
of the Paragraph itself as well as the general tendency of tha 
report at large, whether the partial statement of the Offictat* 
ing Collector on the subject of this Farm, proceeds from 
incidental oversight, or intentional, suppression. 


20. That the burthen of Par. S6 of the Officiating 
Collector’s report, not pretending to deal in the statement 
of facts, and having already been sufficiently discussed in 
various foregoing parts of this Petition, needs not be, especial* 
ly noticed in this place. 


21. That in reply to the 27th Par. of the report on the 
subject of Rq/ak Bejai Govind Sing's consent to the reans- 
sion, and confirmation of the Mootahids account of the 
Farms, your Petitioner begs leave to observe, and is prepared 
to prove that when the aforsaid Bejai Govind Sing, first 
came in from Phurkeea, the place of his reddence, and called 
on your Petitioner upon the subject of the remission, be was 
of a far different opinion, disapproving the Mootahids man* 
agement, and contemplating the measure of taking back the 
l^rm from them as most beneficial to the Estate: that in die 
course of a very siiort residence in 'I'own, from being a 
distant, formal and occasional visitor, he suddenly became 
a familiar daily inmate of the Mootahids : that, by their m* 
strumentality, constantly meeting the Local Authorities at their 
House, he became a frequent visitor of the Judge and the 
Collector, and attended at consultations held upon the 
subject of the solicited remission with the highest residents 
of tliis District ; that at tliis particular juncture witliout the 
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28. The Proprietors of the remaining 8 Anna share of the 
property not having given Mr. Imlach any answer I sent Pcr^ 
wamahs to Rt^ah Rajinduruarain Roy Proprietor of a 4 
Anna share and to Noonoo Misser the guardian of the re- 
niaining share holder (who is a minor ) to report to me by the 
*15th of this Month (that is yesterday ) whether they had any 
•objection to a remission being made. 

They have not given any answer, though they have 
acknowledged the receipt of the Perwammhs. It may 
be permitted me however to observe, that seeing the distress of 
the Rt/oUSj which the Zumindars and Surburakar alone 
could eifectually alleviate, and the ruin which impended 
over honest and hard workingmen to whom thousands look 
for support, 1 did not consider it foreign to the nature of my 
><}utie8 to advise both parties to take the subject into their 
.serious consideration ; Noonoo Mmer{ the Uncle of both the 
Proprietors of an 8 anna share recently legally appointed 
Guardian of both, and still the Guardian of one, and conse- 
quently possessing considerable influence over both) stated to 
me in the course of conversation that his Party were perfectly 
aware of the existing distress, and ready to remit to the extent 
ot one anna per annum they have not however as 1 stated 
before anBwei*ed my Perwannahs nor have they given any 
written reply to the Surburakar, 

89. In conclusion I beg to recite briefly the points on 
which 1 would request your sentiments. 

Is it competent to the 5fir6;/roA‘/ir in a case of the 
nature detailed to grant a remission ? and 9dly, Is it compe- 
tent to the Revenue Authorities to enterfere further .than ^to 
advise the Surburakar ? 

The subject is one of vital importance to the Estate 
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intervention of his Securities, he obtained the sum of 'IMr^ 
four Thousand Rupees froiji the Collector's OfBcO) and vriM 
indulg^ in tbeexpectaUon of receiving One Lac md Twenty 
three Thousand Rupees more out of the General Treasitrjv 
and the cheering prospect held forth to him of a 8|>eedy aira 
favorable termination to a couple of suits amounting to ttp* 
wards of Ten Lacs of Rupees ; that by means of these power* 
ful, and to a vain, weak, and uninformed mind, overwhelming 
inducements, a sudden change of opinion was generated, hie 
consent to the remission, confirmation of the Mootahidt 
statements , as well as a charge of bribery and corruptitm 
gainst your Petitioner, obtained from this said Rtgtth j&fJtA 
Govind Sing. 

S3. That, with reference ttf the conMnts of the Sdtii 
Paragraph of the report, the evidence of Mr. Ofii<;iating Col* 
lector jRead being of very material consequence rasa 

of your Petitioner, he begs permission to decline noticing 
them fully for the present, and will just now barely call tho 
attention of the Board to the Purtnannas mentioned in the 
Paragraph and, in entreating the Board’s consideration of 
their contents, begs leave to submit, whether these Puraianaag 
convey nut something like a threat, and bear not an open 
tendency to sway the Proprietors on the subject of the solicited 
remission, 


S3 That the Officiating Collector in the 89ih. 
Par^raph of his Report draws in the strongest 
posable manner, the attention of Mr. Commissioner 
JFamer to the Government Revenue, amounting to upwards 
of 3,70,000 Rupees per annum, and eamestlv entreau that 
Officer, and eventually your Board, that no delay be allowed 
to take place in issuing the required instructions on the 
subject of granting the remissiqa to the JUootahidSf as every 
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wider Mr> ImUteVt mamigement,— it U twe requiring imratf* 
diate attention as every moment mfty be productive of injury 
ai'ising from the iact of the Messn. Palmert being unable to 
eettle with their tiur Mooslajirs ( many of whom will not 
carry on without a remission) until some settlement with them- 
selves be made by the Surburakar. Mr. tmlach has clearly 
been guilty of the greatest negligence in not having taken up 
die subject seriously at once. Indeed from the tenor of the 
whole ofhis correspondence it appears that he was resolved 
not to assist his Farmers in tlie slightest degree. He talks of 
shewing a profit from two columns of a statement without refer- 
ing to tlie rest of the papers before him and urges that he 
cannot perceive from tne documents sent to him by the Moot- 
s^ids what It^ott requires a remission when tlie cruel distress 
€$ the Byott's is the theme of every one’s conversation 
whatever may be the step you adopt whether you will issueyour 
instructions at once or refer the matter to tfie Sadder Board 


1 earnestly entreat there may be no unnecessary del^ for just at 
this moment the punctual realization of the Government 
Revenue on the Havellee Estate which amounts to upwards of 
3,70, OOU Rupees per annum depends on the early adjustment 
this question. 

SO, 1 have endeavoured above to lay the subject of this 
letter before you so as to rest it entirely on its own merits but 
since the papers were forwarded to me by Mr. Jmlacli, Rajah 
Bejai Govind Singh has presented a petition in which he 
Erectly charges Mr, Jmlach and Noonoo Misser with not 
having granted the remission f which he says can alone save 
his property from destruction ) in consequence of their not 
having received a bribe for so doing. — The charges preferred by 
the Kajah are in due course of investigation and on the con- 
clusion of the enquire the whole of the papers will be forward- 
ed but the subject of the present letter is one which admits of 
no delay and as the necessity of keeping it back till the charges 
have been investigated is not apparent I forward it at once with 
the documents to which it refers, 


Poorneah 

Collector’s 

TVhr mA Avgt. i0B3. 


I have Ac. 

( Signed, y J. READ, 

^ Collr. 

Fort William Siidr. Bd. ofReveihte. 


Copy. 


f Signad J 

Ccmpd. J. H. MARTYit. 


I. H. CRAWFORD. 

0jfg. Asst. Sectf. 
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Tnoment might be productive of injury arising from the 
of their being unable to siottle witli their dur^moostnjirs 
( many of vrhoin, it is said, will not carry on without a to* 
mission, ) until some settlement with themselves be mad^ bjf 
the Surburakar ; that Mr. Officiating Collector Read| 
making certain statements of comparatively minor conseoueiiCf| 
which have been in various foregoing parts of this retitioil 
sufficiently commented upon and exhausted, thus seriouriy^'^ 
almost with an air of alarm,' concludes tliat Just at this 
moment the punctual realization of the Governmmt 
revenue on the Havelee estate depends on the early adjust* 
rneiit of this question.” That in, repelling this iinal attempt 
to carry a point so near and dear to the parties conceriiedf^ 
under false colours, bearing the semblance of pure public' 
service, altogether exempt from^pcrsonal feelings or private 
consideration, your Petitioner has barely to ^tate, thatalthough 
Mr. Officiating Collector Read has to this day received no 
instruction <, and the question to this hour remains undecided 
and notwithstanding his highwrought representation of the 
prevalence of the direst distress, the Havelee estate has, never* 
ilieless, not only paid up the Government revenue for Snwun 
and Bhadoor, but in full of Asin^ Katik and part of Ughun 
also in advance : that, notwithstanding the officially recorded 
impracticability of settlement with the dur^moostajirs and 
the refusal of many of (hem to carry on their farms, without 
a remission, the Moouihids have managed to collect even 
more than they have to pay into the koork kneharee for the 
kisls of Saicun and Bhadooii^ and, still bold back a part, 
in the proportion of one annuy constituting their strongly advo- 
cated claim as remission. * 

24. That, Mr. Officiating Collector Read's report of the 
16Ui August is wound up witli the intimation of Bejai Govind 
Sing’s charge of bribery against your Petitioner, and is follow- 
ed by. another of the 17th of the same month upon the same 
subject, coupled with that of your Petitioner’s demurring to 
his jurisdiction ; that your Petitioner, in this place, humbly 
begs permission to deny the charge of bribery preferred against 
him, and forbears entering into its refutation, or his own de*! 
fence, till it shall have pleased his Accusers ( Bejai Govind 
Sing, being a mere tool in their hands } before a competent 
Court to give their charge a tangible shape ; but before your 
Petitioner takes leave' of this as well as every other charge, 
which, in the course of the Officiating Collector’s report, it lias 
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; been «o studiously attempted, with aAful arrangement 
of a practised hand, to fix on y()ur Petitioner, your Petitioner 
begs humbly to submit to your Board, that notwithstand- 
ing the formal issuing of a ^tirtruitita to your Petitioner on 
' 'the 10th August in apparent ignorance of the real state of 
ai&irs, the Officiating Collector was from the commencement, 
privately aware of every circumstance regarding the remission 
demanded by the Mootahids and not altogether passive with 
, respect to the measures adopted by the Mootafiids vr\i\\ a view 
to gaining their end; nevertheless, the Officiating Collector 
avails himself of the formality of official ignorance, and con- 
demns your Petitioner for not giving him information, till 
after the lapse of four months; that notwithstanding the exist- 
anee of a precedent on record in the Officiating Collector’s 
office in the ctise of Ranee Zuhooroon Nissa against Bindra- 
1bun Bose, Surburakar^ in which the refusal to swear to a 
.oharge of bribery against him was considered an insuperable 
;bar to the Collector s proceeding into investigation ; notwith- 
standing the recorded sentence of the Commissioner of Reve* 
|iue, dated (he 28th June 1830 in the case of the aforesaid 
Bejai Govind Sing against your Petitioner, declaring his 
accusations to be totally unproved, and destitute of truth, and 
convicting him of intrigue and combination, * deserving the 
fseverest censure ; giving your Petitioner the option of suing 
for damages in (he civil court for defamation of charac(er and 
declaring at the same time that a repetition of such conduct 
would subject Bejai Govind 8ing to a more marked degree 
of censure, and the displeasure of Government be drawn 
. down upon him for conduct so degrading to the character o( a 
native Gentleman ; notwithstanding all ihis, the swearing of 
Jitlse accuser^ is, in the present instance, quietly dispensed 
with : that the Ofliciatiiig Collector, in conjunction with the 
Judge of the district, suspending for two days all operations 
m their respective courts secretly hold proceedings against your 
Pethioner in their pi ivate dwelling house, hnd on the mere 
allegations of this Bejai Govind Sing, fabricated and brought 
to maturity by Mr. George Palmer and others, virtually 
though not verbally, suspencU your Petitioner from office, and 
pro Icmporc puts another man in charge, whose service are not, 
in faci^ rendered available to the estate, or otherwiseengaged, 
than in obedience to die commands of Bejai Govinef Sng 
and subservience to the wtILand convenienceofihe Maotahidsy 
a man whose presence with his creatures in your Petitioner’s 
compound, till of late has been regarded in the light of a 
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eonstitatdd spy of influence and authority, and operafe4 0mi 
effectual bar * to any thing like an opm, free communicaRim 
with people, whose information as vell'as evidence is very " 

material consequence to your Petitioner’s case: that 
ill^pd sentence of the Omciating Collector he made his ‘a{^t^l ‘ 
to the Commissioner of Revenue; and altho’ the appmlMq^' 
authority has pronounced the OfBciating Collector’s procel4" ; 
ing to be precipitate, and the ground for the remoraP^qf ; 

J our Petitioner insufficient ; it is now two months since yottt,; 

Petitioner presented his Petition of Appeal, and no final oraer'.. 
has to this day been passed in his case ; that notwithstanding 
the name of Bejai Govind Sing stands thus enrolled in 'rite 
Official Records of this district,? yet Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read, as well as Mr. Judge Hawkins, have not unneqnently,; 
as well at their own private dwelling house as- elsewhere, 
hesitated not to associate with this very Bejai Govind Sing, 
and join him in common with others, in their private con^- 
rences and consultation, on the subject so artfully set forth, ' 
and so powerfully advocated in Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read’s report. 

25. That finally, your Petitioner in leaving h is case 
to the consideration and justice of your Board, most humbly 
entreats, that the appeal of your Petitioner against the illem 
order of Mr. Officiating Collector Read, with the recortmd 
opinion of the Commissioner of Revenue upon it, may obtain..' 
an early hearing at your Board : your Petitioner farther praya, ! 
that, mingled as the question of remission stands with tiie 
charge af Bribery and Corruption, as well as other serious - 
matter collaterally and inseparably connected with it, will 
please your Board to recommendP to Government dta > 
appointment of a proper Officer for the investigation of ^ 
wiiole, without which the ends of public justice cannot 
possibly be served ; and your Petitioner, as in duty boutld, . 
will ever pray. t . i 

C Signed) A. IMLACfL 

Parneettf 90th October j 1853 . ■* , ‘ , 

-■ • ■ - ' ■ 

* She Appendix O. '• 

N. B. tCs DopKcate of tliis Petition was sobmitted to Hw Conmnt* 
doner of Revome, and the Tr^eato to Mr. CoUecter Oonldsbnrry. . 
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To £. Lex Waereb; Esq. CoMXJsatoNSu of RsreyvE, 


IStu Ditisior, 

I 


Morghyi. 


S»} 

In the coacludiog paragraph of my letter of Yesterday’s 
dMeonthe Bvhj^tof tlui remission requested by toe Messrs. 
IVloer i stSitra, that Hey a Bejoy Govind Sing, Proprietor 
of an 8 Bipna share of Pergunnah Haveltee &c. had 
l^resented a Petition to me charging Mr. Imlach, Suriitrakttr 
with sundry acts of coiTuptiim in the discharge of the duties 
connected with his office. 

On the receipt of the Petition 1 issued subpoenas for the 
attendance of the witnesses, and sent, a copy ot the Petition 
to^ldr. Imlach for such explanation as he might wish to offer, 
]^r. imlach in the first instance demurred to niy jurisdiction 
aw Collector, observing that under the provisions of section 3 
. l^gulation V of 1827 it was necessary that the Petition should 
have been presented to you as Commissioner of Uevenue he 
a)S9 hfKod that &joy uovind Sing should be sworn to the 
truth othis Petition. Both these points were overruled by me 
^ the reason stated in my roobakaree of yesterday’s date. 
Mr. Imlach has now presented another Petition urging the 
nme TOlnts,and farther stating that he wishes to call myself, 
and the Judge of tlie district, as witnesses, and therefore re< 
quests that the Petition may be forwarded for your orders : in 
the hope that a Commissioner may be appointed to conduct 
the investigation, under these circumstances, I beg to submit 
Ute whole of the papers fur such orders as you may deem pro« 
$^,.qnd beg to inform you that I have for the present stopped 
the enquiry into the charges, but at the sametimehave deemed 
neicemry under tlie circumstances of the case to put another 
l^sau in raaige of the office of Surburakar, 


I have the honor to be 


{Signed) J. READ, 


^ctg. CoUr. 

JPiimeoA, (Jn/fri. Office, the Mth Auguaty 1833. 
(Signed) I. H. M. 

Fomt fFrzttjMy Siidr. Bel. of Reoenue. 

Sigd. ‘C ToTTRnBMMy 

Ojfg. Aut. SeendoFy* 
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To THE SUDDEB BoARO OF RevEEHE, 

Fort WiztiJM, 

GENTLEMEN) 

1. 1 have the honour to submit for the consideration and'' 

orders of the Sudder Board the accompany iit^ detailed report 
dated 16th August 183S. sent me by the Acting Collector <4 
Puroeah. ^ Vj/i 

2. The first question of reference is whether a SurAiirn^dii^ 

appointed under the provisions of section 26 of R<t|[ulBdiM ’’ 
V. 1812 has the power of making a remission to r modstq/if' 
from the annual amount he has stipulated to pay ? Secunmj 
Is it com|teteut to the Revenue authorities to interfere fiurther 
than advise the Surburakar ? , 

S. The acting Collector has commented upon the several'' 
regulations and opinions given from the 4th to the . 18th pa)>«> 
ragraphs relative to the duties and powers vested in a Surbur* 
akar and he is of opinion that under special circumstancee 
the Surburakar has the power to grant a remission to the/ 
moostajir who from the distressed stale of the ryolts is unable, 
to collect the rents ; but that the Collector cannot diiei^, 
him to grant a remission, he can only advise, leaving the Svr> 
burakar to act os he thinks proper as he is responsible for ths 
result of his proceedings. 

4. The Acting Collector proceeds to remark upon th®. 
conduct of the Surburakar which tie condemns in not making 
personal enquiries into the statement made by the Messrs.. 
Palmer the Mooiahids of the utter incapability of the cMatA 
to pay the amount agreed for, it appears the representatiott 
made by the Mooiahids was very properly sent to the pro- 
prietors in whose behalf Mr. Imlacii 1ms the management of 
the estate, but no information seems to have been givto to tlie 
Collector and four months were permitted to elapse without 
any reference being made by the Surburakar of the difficul- 
ties complained of by the Mooiahids, 

5. Raja Rmindeimarain and his minor brother (the Guar- 
dian is Noonoe Misscr )und Raja Bejoy Govind Sing are th® 
Proprietors of ffie estate commonly called Huvellee, Puma® 
including Sacepore, Huvellee Sooltanpore, Futtypore and HI®- 
halKhangee the^*«mma payable to the Surburakar iaS^TOfSSSf 
15,10 and by the the account deliveied in by the Messrs. Palmer^ 

( vide No. 4, dated 10th August, ) the loss in 1240 is 36,025, 
15, 5, 2 and ia • noite th®y state that even a greater loss mast 
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be expected for the remaining four years, of the term of the 
pi^tiaks. 

6. The circumstancea under which the eemission has been 
sought appear most clearly she^n and the Acting Collector 
has described the wretched state of the ry^ts in the strongest 
language and to which beg to refer your Board. 

7. The offer is made by the Mootahids to collect for the 
xumindnrs for the remaining four years of the farm for 
nothing and engaging to pay every fraction they collect after 
discharging the costs of collection, the profits^ to go to the 
zumindaVk and all losses to be borne by them or if thougiit 
preferable they are ready to cancel the lease. 

8. It is not possible 1 think to read their offers without 
feeVmg Haticfied that the grounds, on which the remission is 
fipplied for^ arc well founded and in farther proof Kaja Bejoy 
Covind Sing being the Profmetor of an H annas share, has 
counted to the remission of one anna or one sixteenth of the 
whole jumma for the entire period of the farm, the other 
Proprietor has not replied, and on receiving these papers to 
day 1 immediately addressed Kaja Rajindernarain andlNoonoo 
IHisser to reply to the purwaunah of the Collector without 
farther delay. 

9. The case appears to me by no moans difficult as 1 am 
cC opinion that the Collector having the nomination of the 
Surhurakar has necessarily the jwvver not only to advise but 
to direct him and in all matters which are evidently for the 
general good of tlie estate and tending to the public good and 
welfare of the people, it is the bonnden duty of the Revenue 
Officers to inteipose their authority when it is manifest that 
the^inmity and ill will which exists between the Proniietors 
lenders each adverse to the proposition made by the other. 

' 10, In the present state the balance must remain in abey- 
Uihte until thq answer of the other Proprietor is received and 
* if they do not consent to the remission I think it fair and equi- 
table that the Revenue Authorities should direct the lease to 
be. cancelled. 

"11. 1 am 80 over-whelmed with business in the Revenue 
department and a heavy accumulation in the Criminal I scarce- 
ly Know what to do, and 1 entreat your Board will make al- 
lowance for any deficiency in my report, as 1 am but just ar- 
rived from my Circuit after suffering from the inconvenience 
of confinement for many days in the jheels through which 1 
passed from Pumea, and also Vrom my umlnh being sick and 
all indeed in a weak and ecarcely effective state ot businese* 
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12. 1 have just received another report to which 1 
^our early orders regarding a charge ugaiiiiit Mr. Imlach for 
corruption in the discharge of his duties us Surburakar of lha 
Havelle estate. ^ 

The original papers herewith sent 1 request may be re* 
turned when no longer required. 

1 have &c. 

( Signed ) E. Leb WARNER. 

> Com. of Reve. ■ > 

Comtnrs. Office^ 13//t Division w' 

MoyanYR. IkeSSd. August 1833. 

Compd. ( Signed ) /. //. M. 

Misci.. (No. 882.) 

To THE SuuoEu Board OB Revenue, 

JOXT 

Gentlemen, 

1 have the honor to submit fur the order of your Board • 
letter from the Acting Collector of Puorneea, reporting that 
Raja Bejai Govind Sing had preferred a Petition, charging 
Mr. Imlach, S«rftKrrtA‘ar of Huvellee with acta 

of corruption in the discharge of his duties of that Office. 

S. Mr. Imlach objects to .VIr. Read making the enquitj 
and urges as his reason that he recpiires that (icntlcmuna 
evidence and Mr. Hawkins, on trial, and to this ellect he 
had also sent by dak a petition on which 1 pas.si?d mv orders 
( which accompany this letter ) ob.serving that Mr. Goulds* 
bury must have arrived at Poorneea, and the duly would 
necessarily devolve upon him, but to my ustonishment 1 have 
no report of his having taken charge, and it is hinted tome 
that I ought to make this enquiry but, when your Board 
considers the very heavy duties I have just gone through on 
Circuit, you will scarcely think it necessary to order me at the 
risk of health, and of every comfort to proceed to PoorncMt 
again, this 1 am aware is no legitimate excuse, but in tha< 
common course of duty does the piiinary iavestigation, rest 
with me as Commissioner, or am 1 the proper authority to 
give my opinion on the enquiry made by the Collector i 

3. 1 suppose tlie enquiry can only be held as a prelimi* 
nary measure a sort of Court of Enquiry to satisfy the Revenue 
Authorities, that Mr. Imlach is or is not a proper person to 
have charge of the estate, but here I think Mr. Read has 
been precipitate in {directing another person to take charge of^ 
the office of Manager from Mr. Imlach, as there is only a 
Petition as yet preierred, and some sure grounds of imputa* 
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'l^ion of corruption and improper conduct, in'managnng the 
intate ought to have been adduced, but as have reierred the 
matter for your advice and ord^s, 1 do not think it proper to 
alter the order passed by the Acting Collector. 

4. The Fouzdarry appeals have been accumulating, . and 
1 have so many reports to make it is iir possible for me to leave 
the Shudder station, and if neces8ai*y in your judgment to ap- 
point some Officer to make the enquiry, I trust you will be 
pleased to recommend some one who can devote his whole 
time to the discharge of this duty. 

5, If Mr. Read’s health permits his remaining, 1 would 
suggest that he be continued in charge of one of the Offices 
to relieve Mr. Goiildsbttry until he has completed the enquiry, 
hut this must be determined by the Right Hon’ble the Gover- 
nor General in Council, I mention it as a feasible plan to 
£kcilitate the enquiry. 

The originals herewith sent 1 request may be returned 
when no longer nequii^d. 

1 have the honour to be 8cc. 

(So.) E. Ler WARNER 

Commrs. OJ/tce, \Sth Dhisiofty Commr, of Reve. 

Moaghj/Vf the S3rd August^ 1833. 

(No. 75) 

To Commissioner of Bhagufpore. 

Sir, 

The Stidder Board of Revenue having had 
before them your two letters, dated severally the 23d. ultimo 
(Nos. 881 and 882 ) with their reactive enclosures, (here- 
with returncti fur your disposal ) relative to the case of Mr. 
Imlacb, Surbitraknr of certain pergunnahs in zillah Pnmea, 
durect me to communicate as follows 

fod. It appeam to the Sudder Board that none of the 
- subjects, discussed in the present references, are of any intrinsic 
difficulty, since die regulations, which relate to them, are 
extremely deaf and simple, and in every instance the rationale 
. of the case is equally oianifest Mr. Imlach’s absurd preten- 
noiM * have been allowed to invest the matters in dispute with 


* The reader will ind an explanation in the Manager’a letter of 
AeiGth AiHluet. 1833, to the Cumnussianer of Rerenne, andhU Peti- 
tiaa of the SOth October, 1833, to the Sudder Board of Bevenno* 
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an importtince which they do not deserve-^xcent as far as 
interests of the ryolts and other tenantry U(>on ine estates iira 
at stak-; and the late Acting QoUector has perplexed and over* 
laid the questions at issue by much unnecessary detail. 

3rd. Mr. Read has exceeded his powers in suspending 
Mr, Imlach He should nut even have received a Petition 
complaininS oi his official conduct, except [ see see. 3 Reg. V. 
of 1827. ] for the purpose of forwarding it to youl 
The Sudder Board theiefore request that you ^ill im^ 
mediately revoke the Collector’s order in this respect, 
anddelermine yourself the question of Mr. Indach’s suspen* 
sion pending the enquiry to be instituted, should it be 
likely to last any length of time. Yon will explain to Mr* 
Imlach at the same time that tlie law having laid down a 
specific line of proceeding for the investigation of charges ad* 
duced by “ any person holding an interest in the estate ’* 
against “ the conduct of the manager” it is altogether unreason* 
^le to demand that a special exception should be made in his 
favor, or to suppose that Government would depute nn of- 
ficer for the exclusive duty of arbitrating the disputes existing 
between the Suriuralmr of Pergunnah Havellee &c. &c. &c. 
and the Zumendar and Farmer. There is but one law for 
all such managers, whether they administer petty mehals or 
many pergunnahs 

iMi. Read is altogether mistaken in the opinions which he 
holds in re<mrd to the relative powers of the Collector, and 
the Surburakar in the administration of an estate attached 
under the orders of a Court of Justice, which is the ntore sin- 


gular as the wording of sec. 3. Regulation V. of 1827, as 
“ The Conrt shall issueapre- quoted in the margin appears 
cept to the Collector of Land Re- Sudder Board to be ex- 

venuedirechnghimtoholdthe ts- j,.g,nely explicit in shewing 

Sn Collector is the paS 

ty to whom the Court look for the proper management of the 
propeity, and that the Surburakar is meiely the agent of the 

lievcnue authorities. • i . 

The Collector therefore, is authorized to interfere with the 
management in any manner that he may think proper, on his 
own responsibility, of course if such interference be so imu« 
dicious as to deteriorate the estates under his char^. But 
the Surburakar is entirely under the orders oi the ^ilector^ 
'who may either advise the farmer, or interpose authoniively 
as he may deem fit. The manager, it diasaiisfied with the 
exercise of the Collector’s powers inay appeal to the Comroiwi- 


oner, but the Court, in thejudgment of the Board, can only re- 
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.cognise tbe Collector whom it has directed to the Es« 

,latein attachment*’ and who is responsible for the due caiw 
and management of the I^tate” by the Surburakar who ia 
'merely bis deputy in the mattei.f-^The manager therefore, can 
by no means make any remission of a jumma once fixed and 
aanctioned, any necessity which may arise for such a relaxa- 
tion of demand must be reported to the Collector upon whom 
it will then devolve to satisfy himself of the correctness of the 
representations which have been made to himt After s^uch 
full in vest igation, the Collector in the opinion of tbe Board, 
ifsatished of tbe indispensable necessity of a remission, is 
bound to act in granting it in the manner which to his judg- 
ment^ will be best calculated to secure the peramnent prospe- 
rity of the Estate. 

In the present instance, Mr. Read has not instituted any 
such particular enquiries, as to the actual condition of the 
property under Mr. Imlacirs charge ; but has spoken gene- 
rally of the depressed condition of' the agricultural classes 
throughout the district. I'here seems little reason to doubt, 
however, from the concurrent circviinsiances stated by the 
acting Collector that the Messrs. Palmer have agreed to pay 
more than the mehal can fairly yield, and it may consequent- 
ly be justly doubted whether every party wilt not be an even* 
tual lo>ier by holding them to the letter of their bargain. 

The Board are not aware under what authority the Es- 
tate in question have been tanned out. * \tW\Q Kiurburakav 
haslet the property ofhisown motion, the proceeding is most 
irregular indeed, the Board question whether the Collector 
himself could authorize such an arrangement witliout the 
permission of the Court. All tbe Regulations, bearing upon 
attachments of the nature in question, evidently contemplate 
Mminisliation by the Surburakar without the interposilion 
of any middleman between that officer and the tenantry, 
of whatever grades, on tbe property at the commencemenl of 
the term of management, i he Board request that you will 
inform them on tbe abpve point. 

Farther, the Board entertain doubts whether any Indivi- 
dnarbe competent to exercise due cure and munagement, in 
the manner contemplated by the Regulation, over such ex- 
tensive estates as are reported to be under the charge of Mr. 


^ In niiswer^ it is to be remarked that, since the Perpetual settle- 
ment (he estate have been lariued. 
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Inilach, f and whether, when such hare been let ifi 

farm, any duties remain to be exercised by a Surb^^akUt 
They therefore request that ihey may be apprised under whit 
circummances Mr. Irnlach Has obtained the management tiC 
three distinct Zumindarees comprising several pergumabs 
and whether he lias given, in each ccipe good and adequate 
security for the Taitlirul discharge of the trust, ^in a sum pro^ 
porcionate to the extent thereof. ” The Board request to hm 
furnished with copies of these instruments. ' ' 

The Board also desires to be furnished with a list bf tiia 
several Farms held by the Messrs. Palmer in ziliah Purneahn 
Mulda, or elsewhere, with a specification of the sudder arid 
farming jumma of each estate, and a narrative of each case 
as regards their acquisition of the lease. The Collector 
will report fully at the same time on the nature of the te« 
nures obtaining under these principal farmers whether they 
have let out any of the estate which they hold lo tinder-far*- 
niers, or whether the parties mentioned as dur^moostajirs 
are of an earlier creation by the proprietors^ As all these 


f This point was decided by the Sndder Board on the 8th Decem- 
ber, 1828, in the instance ol* Nararii^e Debeea and Jn/Cgut Ishofee 
Pebeea vrs. the present Manager, who krh then permitted by the 
Board to hold the Manatrement of three extensive diKiinct estate in the 
distric t of Myintiiising. Regarding this matter the Debeeas’s petition 
of the 30th Jaet, 1235 Bengal eta, pr.'iyhig for the removal of the Matia- 

f er on the ground of his being Manager to three estates ; and the late 
Ir. Collector Culhn^s letters of lOtb May and 2l8t June, 1828* in sup- 
port of the DebeehS’s urayer, and copies of the answers of the board pf 
the 3d June and 4th July, of the same year, are amongst the Records of 
the Board and fiiniish a precedent. 

t The answer is, that, the charge of Huveljee, Poomeea &c. estate 
was given to the Manager by the Collector. Sixteen months afler which, 
the proprietors of Purguna Soonapore ofiered Mr^ Imlach five hiindreii 
rupees per mensum, instead of 2tK) rs. which had hitherto been tho 
amount of the salary of die Manager pf that estate, if lie would under* 
take the manageinent of their Estate ; and the ttrjefs of ihe proprietors 
to the Collector requesting him to allow Mr. Imtarli the abovementjposd 
encreaaed salary are in the Collector’s office. Mr. liniach accepted the 
situation at the desire of the proprietors. The proprietors of the tbM 
Estate, Sowsa Bunbag, presented a petition to the t*oHector, |[iray- n 
log that Mr. Imlacli be appointed Manager of their Estate, with a 
cej^^n salary. 
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poinU) as well as with regard to the security furnished by 
the Messrs. Palmer, the Board request an early and explicit 
Keport with, any remarks that y^u may think fit to offer. 

I have &;c. 


(Signed) R. D. MANGLES. 

Actg. Secy^ 

Sudder Board of Revenue, > 

Fort William, the S4th Sept. 1833. $ 

The Sudder Board of Reoenucy the ISih October y 1833. 

%rue Copjjf^R* D. MANGLESy 


Officiating Assistant Secretary. 
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To F. Gouldsburrt, Esq. Poorneea. 

The humble Petifion ofAl^Ji^and(T Imlackj Manager of 
Muhulat Purgunnas llavdlee^ Poornea^ S(C, 

Shewetii, 

That, in presenlin*r this day his list of witnesses to tho 
court ill support of his answer to the accusation of nejai Go« 
▼ind Sinw, your Petitioner, agreeably to the verbal intimation 
which he received from the court on Monday the llili No- 
vember, when he was about to examine Mr. Palmer, who ie 
not only the sole witness on the part of the said Bejai (irovind 
Sing to the cliarge of bribery, but is (as may^even be seen in 
some measure througli the natin^ of his evidence) the princi- 
pal foundei of the plot which lias been formed against your 
Petitioner, has however unwillingly excluded from his list 
evidence which goes to the dcvelopcment of (he details of suck 
plot and the establishment of ail your Petitioner’s allega- 
tions : — 

That, your Petitioner bogs leave to submit to the court, 
thiit on lliis point of bribery, your Petitioner’s simple nega- 
tion stands opposed to the statement of a solitary witness ; ; 
and that the admission of circumstantial evidence bearing 
upon the operations of the conspiracy, by means of which 
the whole of this prosecution has been got up, is not only, in 
common justice, necessary to your Petitioner’s comnlete ex- 
culpation and defence, but alike necessary to the U»rmation 
of any thing like a correct judgment on the credibility of the 
witness, as well as the merits of the case : — •< 

That, your Petitioner farther begs leave to submit, that thn 
tircumstauiial examinations of the aforc^uid witne-^s, on manjf 
points inseparably connected with the ground-work of thia 
prosecution, is indispensably necessary to the ends of justice; 
that by means ofsucli examination and by evidence which he 
is )3rcpared to produce, your Petitioner hopes to establish not 
only his disqualification as a witness, but culpability as the 
principal member of a cabal which has, immediately under 
tlie eyes of the local authorities, been formed against your 
Petitioner: 

That, under all these circumstances, wliich render the case 
of your Petitioner one of no common stamp, your Petitioner 
finally prays, that if the court do not grant his request regard- 
ing the examination of the said witness, and the ^ hearing of 
evidence on the detaiisi of the plot, the court will be gracU 
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oiidy pleased to hold a proceeding, and place upon record 
the grounds of such refusal.— ifnd your Petitioner, as in duty 
bound, shall ever pray. ’ 

PoorneeOf 15th November ^ 1833. A. IMLACH. 

A true Copi/f A. IllLACH. 

To the SoDDEA Board of Retenue, Fort William. 

The humble Petition of Alexander Jmlach, Manager of 
muhulat purgunnas Uavelleef Poorneeoy SfC. 

Humbly Shewed, 

1. That, your Petitioner, hearing by this d^’s dawk of the 
illne^ of the Commissioner of Revenue 12th Division, and the 
consequent suspension of business in his court, at the same 
time considering the extreme hardship of his case, begs per- 
mission to submit to your Board the contents of a petition 
which he felt necessitated to forward to the Commissioner’s 
Court on the 17th of this month : — 

2. That, your Petitioner has been informed of the transmis- 
sion of a representation from the Collector of Poorneea, sug- 
gesting the suspension of your Petitioner from office, on the 
iollowing grounds : 1st. of the charges being of a very serious 
nature f 3d. of the investigation’s being likmy to continue for 
Eoine time ; and 3d. of there being several witnesses over 
whom your Petitioner might exert undue influence. That, 
Istly the charges, to whose very serious nature the Collector 
caUs your ^tention, are the same as were submitted to you 
by the late Officiating Collector in Bejai Uovind Sing’s peti- 
tion of the 14th August last, and arc very easy of refutation : 
that in his deposition, to which your Petitioner beseeches your 
most particular attention, the accuser has sworn, on the ipse 
umiT of another person, to the truth of his own charge of 
bribery against your Petitioner : t. e. on the strength of Mr 
George Palmer’s statement, he being the only witness on the 
point, and the sole depoatory of the secret : that, as this part of 
the accusation has reached its tether, resting wholly ana solely 
on the deposition of the above-named witness, your Petitioner 
craves permission to draw your very particular notice towards 
it, and to observe, that, according to the said witness’s own 
deriaration, (the truth of which, however, your Petitioner de- 
nies) the alleged bribe was agreed upon as a consideration ibr 
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letting the witness have the farm at a certain stipulated redue« 
tion in rent, — with a mental r^rvation, on this witness's own 
part, of; giving or not giving i^ to your Petitioner, according 
to circumstances : that, your Petitioner here begs leave to sub'* 
mit, is such a witness, avowing such principles, worthy of be- 
lief, belying as he does the adage of there bcidg honor evhn 
among rogues and thieves ? That, your Petitioner would now 
call the attention of your court, to such part of this witness* 
deposition, wherein he refers to the marked interdiction of his 
elder brother, in regard to taking farms in which there was 
much risk of loss, and amongst which this witness would make 
his brother include p«rgM«»/is Havellee, &c. Your Petitioner 
would next call your court’s attention to the uncertainty of 
their profitableness, which with reference to* the payment ornon- 
payment of the alleged bribe, hastieen avowed by this witness 
niinself, and then ask, whether in consistence with common 
sense, in spite of his own better knowledge, — in spite of such 
interdiction from such a brother, from whom, out of respect 
he feels it necessary to conceal his personal misconduct, — he 
would have been so great a fool, as to add to the risk of loss 
by a large annual bribe, and to expose himself at the same 
time to the displeasure of such a brother ? That, in order 
to prove the impracticability of the vile arrangement, which 
perhaps nothing short of long study, united to the practical 
abilities and the brazen face of the witness, could have laid 
down before the court, with such apparent ease ; your Peti- 
tioner has only to refer to the manner, in which the settlement, 
of all the estates, was made : viz. by previous notification, -~bj 
public bidding, as at a public sale,— perfectly open to com- 
petition and well attended by bidders, as tyell as ^ctators,— 
the accuser himself being one of the principal competitors 
agmnst the present Moolahids ; that in proof of this, your 
Petitioner’s public proceeding regarding the settlement, and a 
great many independent witnesses, unconnected with your 
petitioner, are at the court’s command. That, your Petitioner 
would now draw the notice of the court to the very remarkable 
construction, by means of which this matter of bribery, depos- 
ed to as having originated in the manner above detailed baa 
been made to serve another cause — the cause of the Jlfootaktds* 
solicited remission a measure to which under the circum- 
•tances of the cose, your Petitioner has all along refused to 
lend himself; and from tbe very commencement, in spite of 
the plausible arguments privately urged by the local autjio- 
ritie^ and the subsequent high wrought ofheial advocacy o£ 
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Mr. Ju^e Hawkins, under the simple signature of Mr. Offi« 
elating Collector Read, who ha^ comparatively been almost 
a passive agent in the business, your Petitioner has all along 
publicly alleged his incompetency to grant the said remission ; 
and that in spue of the remarkable emirts of the local autho- 
rities, to dress up their representation in favor of the claim of 
friends to its best possible advantage, your Petitioner's in- 
competency has been finally confirmed by your Board : that 
with respect to this charge of bribery all farther accession of 
strength is excluded by the acknowledgement of the said G. 
Palmer ; and that with regard to the letters and slip oi paper 
alluded to in his deposition, when it shall filease the Court 
to exhibit them to him, your Petitioner will be found prepar- 
ed alike for explanation and defence : — * 

3. That 2dly, with respect to the length of time which 
the Court of Enquiry is likely to continue, your Petitioner 
begs leave to observe, that it rests, in the first instance, on the 
degree of leisure which can be commanded from the current 
business, as well as extremely heavy arrears in the Collector’s 
‘Oflice, and the duties of the Magistrate’s Court; and depends 
in the next place, on the judgment, of the presiding autho- 
rity, with respect to the sufficiency or insufficiency of the mat- 
ter brought forward on either side of the question, to answer 
the purpose for which the enquiry may have been instituted : 
That, your petitioner here begs leave to submit, that what- 
ever be the cause of delay, it will not be free from serious in- 
jury to the case of your petitioner, — the long established pa- 
ramount influence of the said G. Palmer, and others being 

* It is now nearly two months since Mr. Palmer gave his evidence, 
and delivered into court certain letters and a slip of paper in support of 
that evidence. It is worthy of remark, that the spirit of secrecy, which 
is said to have ruled this witness in the preservation of this said slip of 
paper even with respect to his wife and his elder brother, seems to 
have affected the Court of Enquiry also. Just as the witness is said to 
have wrapped it up in a piece of wax cloth, and secured it in some sly 
corner, unknown to every other member of his family, the President of 
the Court of Enquiry seems likewise to have secured it in his strong box, 
aafe from the gaze of the profane vulgar, as well as from that of the 
witness’s alleged participator in the negociation of the crime of bribery 
charged against him*— The manager is prepared with the means of a 
complete refutatlAi of this precious portion of the extraordinary cvi. 
dence of this gentleman; but, for the present, declines entering upon 
it, in the hope of speedily obtaining an independent judicial investiga* 
lion ofthe.matter before a competent court, — where a fair opportunity 
of inspecting the slip of paper, and thoroughly examining the witness 
^ with reference to it, in common With certain other papers. will bn 
available to the nanager. 
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at work in every direction, by means alike of hopes and feart/ 
Your Petitioner, therefore, pegs humbly farther to submit, 
that, the ends of public justice loudly call for a speedy tei> 
mination to the pending investigation 

4« That 3rdly, with regard to certain witnesses, respect* 
ing whom it is said, that your petitioner might, by continuing 
in office, exert undue influence over them, he begs leave to 
submit, — ^Istly. that up to the date of the representation made 
to the Commissioner of Revenue, your Petitioner’s list of evi- 
dence had not been filed ; and Sdly, that, if the particular 
witnesses, supposed to be his dependents, upon the subject of 
whom your Petitioner is extremely grieved to find that the 
Collector’s premature suspicion has, by some means, been ex- 
cited, were nominated to Itim, your Petitioner would, most 
likely, be found prepared cheerfully to forego their evidence, 
and substitute others in their place, perhaps less exceptionable 
to the court 

5. That, under the peculiar circumstances of his case, 
your Petitionor humbly beseeches your court to pause awhile, 
and weigh well the contents of the deposition of your 
Petitioner’s’*^ proved-false Accuser’s Prince of Witnesses, ere 
it proceeds to decide upon the injurious suspension of your 
Petitioner, on the mere suggestion of the Collector, based as 
it stands upon such slender and irisuflicient grounds; — 

6. That finally, your Petitioner craves leave to lay before 
the Board copies of a Petition in English and Persian present- 
ed to the Collector of Poorneea on the lotliiof this month with 
reference to the insufficiency of the pending enquiry, in the 
exclusion of very material evidence on the part of your Pe- 
titioner, he begs permission to lay before the Board at the 
same time an attested copy of a roobakaree^ in proof of this 
exclusive spirit, by which the enquiry must necessarily be 
crippled, and the endsof public justice frustrated : that,thussi- 
tuated, your Petitioner beseeches your Board to take into their 
mature consideration the contents of these copies and to pass 
on them such orders as will secure to your Petitioner the full 
extent of his right in defendiug himself against the machina* 
lions of his enemies, and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, 
will ever pray.t 

Poorneea / 22d NoDemhefy 1833* A. IML ACH. 

* See the Commissiooor of Revenue's letter, No. 507, under dale the 
SSIh Jane, 1830. 

f The Petition, dated the 17 November, 1833, to the CommiMionen^ 
Court, contained pars 2, 3, 4 and 5, of this Petition j therefore the former 
it not printed to avoid useiem repetition. 
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To the SosDEB Board of Revenue, Foft WiUianu\ 

The humble Petition of Alexander Imlachy Manager of 
muhuUat purgunas Jlavellee^ Poorneea, SfC. 

Sheveth, 

That, impelled by the neceswity of his case, your Petitioner 
again intrudes upon the time and attention of this court, and 
begs leave humbly to submit, that from Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury’s roobakaree of the 15th instant, it is clear, that the 
hearing of evidence on your Petitioner’s side of the question, 
even irhe should obtain the benefit of such hearii^, which 
from the conclusion of the said roobakaree your Petitioner 
is led to consider rather doubtful, it must be in such a mu* 
tilated shape, as to exclude from the view of the court some 
of the most material circumstances, which constitute not only 
a very important part of his defence but without which the 
fomiation of any thing like a correct judgment will be a 
matter of utter iuqmssibility : — 

That, in the absence or any thing like an explicit docu* 
mentary declaration ol’ the powers with which the Collector 
has been vested for the investigation of the case of your Pe* 
titioner, he is left to conclude from the said roobakaree^ 

< which your Petitioner elicited by means of a Petition) that 
the Collector has been furnished with certain heads, to which 
Ins' investigation is limited; — and that, with resjtect to the 
defence of your P« titioner the matter of conspiracy &c, by 
means of which your Petitioner stands accused before you, 
does nut fall in with the letter of his instructions; the Collec* 
tor has, therefore, positively pronounced it irrelevant ; and 
will not admit such matter in defence : — 

That, from the foregoing circumstances, your Petitioner is 
necessitated farther to infer, that, either the Collector must be 
interdicted from going into the matter of conspiracy &c, or 
that, he has not to this day had time to read or to hear, so as 
to understand, your Petitioner’s Persian answer of the 11th 
instant to the char^ preferred against him by Bejai Govind 
Sing; because, if Uie Collector had, he would have seen the 
justice of your Petitioner’s claim to the nature of his defence, 
and admitted it at once,— or represented the necessity of it to 
his immediate superior 

'Hiat, in this place, your Petitioner extremely regrets being 
t^ligedto comment on the merejorma/ity of bearing yow 
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Petitidner's answer on the lltlWot this month, when the garithm 
tadnr who lead the answer to tae Colfector, appeared unequal 
to the task, rendering many material parts of it, by his manner 
of reading, perfectly unintelligible to his hearers, — and skip- 
ping over others which he appeared not to comprehend him* 
self; yet he was allowed thus to read ^ oil - iihdisturbed to the 
end of the answer, without the possibility of being completely 
understood : 

That, with respect to the other charges, preferred against 
your Petitioner, however injurious the delay, — and however 
irregular and insufficient the enquiry which is going on, antt 
which has mor:?over been thrown uncontrouled perhaps by 
want of leisure, into the hands of peopl'e, who are, for obvious 
reasons, notoriously subservient to the interests of the Moota^ 
hids^ your Petitioner, even after his repeated humble represen- 
tations can forbear murmuring yet awhile; but that, with res- 
pect to the extraordinary charge of bribery, the evidence, 
adduced by your Petitioner's accuser, who has in a manner 
sworn to the truth of another’s allegation without any personal 
knowledge of his own, was closed on the 11th instant having 
both begun and ended with the deposition of Mr. George 
Palmer; that nevertheless, nothing has to this day according 
to your Petitioner’s comparatively slender means of informa- 
tion, been done by the Collector towards its disposal ; — al- 
though the said Mr. George Palmer, your Petitioner’s actual 
accuser, who has by compact, however, assumed the garb of 
a witness, — stands according to the english laws at least, 
convicted out of his own mouth, not only of the crime of 
oiiering a bribe, but of avowing at the same time principle^ 
which place him at once beyond the pale of credibility 

That, your Petitioner most humbly solicits your particular 
consideration of the contents of-the aforesaid Mr. George 
Palmer’s deposition, (whicli was carefully revised and correct- 
ed by him ere he put bis signature to it,) and prays your 
court to decide, whether his evidence does not necessarily 
resolve itself in the first place, into an attempt to rob of his 
substance, the very man whose witness he now stands before 
you, —.in the next, into an imposition of no common stamp 
with respect to the manager himself, — and finally, into a 
remarkable inconristency with the very object of illicit gain, 
alleged to have been contemplated by the witness and the 
manager; for it will be allowed to follow, as a natural cont^ 
<)uence, that the manager must be actually injuring his own 
interest in not lending himsdd as urgently required by the said 
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Witness and so powerfully (seconded by his influential 
friends, to the attainmeht of t(ie remission solicited by the 
Mootahids 

That, it is for your court to adjudge, whether a witness, 
publicly avowing in an open court, such volatility of princi- 
ples, sealing his own demoralization, and on the strength of 
such principles, with the boldness of convicted vice, inirnica- 
bly stepping forward against your Petitioner, as he has notori- 
ously done, be worthy of the court’s belief? — 

That, pre-eminent as stands the name of British Justice and 
British Judges all over the civilized world, it grieves your 
Petitioner exceedingly to observe, that the English delicacy 
of feeling, and punctilious demeanor, which with reference to 
parties, in all English courts, so peculiarly characterise the 
public ministers of equal Justice and Law, have been here laid 
aside to the very great detriment of your Petitioner iirparti- 
cular, — and to the depression of a sulfering multitude of Bri- 
tish subjects, dispersed over different parts of the face of this 
district : 

That, the arrival of a Public Officer, altogether a stranger 
to the place, — who, under existing circumstances, seemed 
extremely studious of keeping himself strictly unconnected 
with the parties, and uncontaminated with the party spirit 
which has for some time been raging with no common fury, 
liad been welcomed by your Petitioner as well on account of 
his own individual case, as the benefit of the people, — and 
been hailed, as a public blessing, by a very considerable por- 
tion of the inhabitants of the district at large : — 

That, pending an important enquiry, pronounced by him- 
zelf to be such,— with self-condemning evidence of the said 
Mr. George Palmer before his eyes, the Collector of the district 
has, much to the injury of your Petitioner, considered it not 
inconsistent with his present peculiar public situation, to step 
across the line, which he seemed so carefully to have chalked 
out for his conduct towards the parties in your Petitioner’s 
case, and eommenced a regular interchange of visits with the 
said Mr. George Palmer : — 

That, lest your Petitioner, in drawing your attention to this 
breach of the rule, which the Collector appeared for the space 
of two months, much to the admiration of the people, to have 
laid down for himself, may not be thought to be actuated by 
any thing like merely personal, or invidious feelings, arising 
out of his own exclusion from the external civilities of this 
public functionary, your Petitioner has only to submit, whe» 
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iLer such a sudden and remarkable difference of conduct in 
a public officer,— pending an «nquir]^ of vital importance to 
the district, over which he hal been appointed to preside es* 
pMiallv, after hearins such self-convicting deposition too as the 
said Mr. George Palmer's, would not justify ^the construction 
whatever be the cause, of a leaning to the side which is experi- 
encing his civilities in so palpably marked a manner. — 

That, your Petitioner begs leave to assure your court, that 
in a district where, by rare combination of circumstances, the 
ascendency of the stud Mr. George Palmer has been so great as 
to embrace in its sway every department of its civil, criminal, 
as well as revenue administration, the effect of so remarkable a 
change in the conduct of a public functionary, cannot possibly 
with regard to your Petitioner in particular, who now stands, 
a marked man in the district, be altogether free from preju- 
dicial effect : , 

That, to shew how this circumstance of the Collector's keep- 
ing aloof from Mr. George Palmer has been generally felt, and 
closely watched by the partisans of your Petitioner's combined 
accusers, the very instant that the Collector paid his first visit 
to the said Mr. G. Palmer, it was hailed as'a signal of victory ; 
and letters of congratulation began to fly about in various direc- 
tions 

That, with respect to himself personally, armed with the 
justice of his cause, and reliance upon the rigid integrity of the 
authority, before which his case must go for adjudication, your 
Petitioner ultimately fears nothing : but, he begs to submit to 
the court’s consideration the extent of harm which the mere 
dependants of public functionaries, by the bare appearance of 
freedom of access to them, have so frequently been known to 
commit in this country what must, then, be the effect, under 
existing circumstances of any thing like familiar contact be- 
tween a Judge and a Party, — ^and that Party a personage of no 
less influence and ascendancy than the said Mr. George Pal- 
mer? That, your Petitioner begs leave to assure the court, 
that the effect produced by such a union of circumstaiiceg 
(a union, perhaps, never exposed to the gaze of a British public,) 
is quite paralizing to the moral courage of the native character, 
as your Petitioner will be found prepared to prove by instances, 
in respectable men in the present case : — 

That, with reference to circumstances attendant on the case 
of your Petitioner, he begs leave briefly to draw the attention 
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of your court to the remarkablj^ unequal steps, which charac- 
terize the inarch of Justice, in tl^e course of the inquest which 
lias been instituted into its merits ; and to bring humbly to the 
recollection of the court, that it derived its origin from a coalition 
of no common stamp, — made some of its first movements in the 
shape of remission under the private influence of the local au- 
thorities, — stept into public view under their auspices,— ad- 
vanced forth into superior courts under their strongest possible 
official advocacy, — was pressed down for a while by unwarran- 
table assumption of illegal powers against better judgment,— 
lay dormant for some time for want of a disinterested judicial 
officer, — at length revived under the appointment of the pre- 
sent revenue authority of the district: — that the grievances of 
your Petitioner, up to the period of its revival, stands recorded 
in his petitions which are lying before your court ; that, since 
then, under insufficient partial examination, — upon extremely 
slender grounds, — before the filing of his list of witnesses, — the 
Collector, prejudiced against your Petitioner by some means 
incomprehensible to him, has recommended the injurious suspen- 
sion of your Petitioner from office ; — and, pending the investiga- 
tion, — in spite of flie self-convicting deposition of the said Mr. 
George Palmer, has not hesitated to throw the weight of his 
personal intercourse, and interchange of civilities, the eflect of 
which your Petitioner has already described, into the scale 
against your Petitioner ; — That after such conduct, exceptionable 
beyond the possibility of a doubt, on the part of the presiding 
authority, your Petitioner humbly submits, what hope of equal 
justice can your Petitioner possibly entertain ? 

That finally, your Petitioner solicits the court’s mature con- 
sideration of the circumstances above represented, and earnestly 
beseeches your court, that, injustice to your Petitioner, in com- 
mon with a multitude of depressed, suflering British subjects, 
your court will be pleased to submit his present petition to 
Government, and to recommend cither the apjiointmcnt of an 
iinexcepljonable independant officer as Spedal Commissioner. : 
pr request the Suddur Dewanny Adawlut to take up and inves- 
tigate the whole of the matter detailed in your Petitioner's an- 
swer to Mr. Officiating Collector Read's report of the 16tb Au- 
gust last ; and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever 
pray * 

Purneea ; 30th November, 1833. A. IMLACH. 

* A duplicate of the PkitioD was sent to the Commissioner of Reve- 
nue ttt the same time. 
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To the SuDDER BoardIof Reyenue, Fort IVilliam. 

The humble Petition of Ale,vander Imlach^ Manager oftho 
muhulat purgunnau Havellee Poorneea^ 

Sheweth, 

That, the Officiating Commtssionec of Revenue, 12th Di* 
vision, on the mere recommendation of the Collector, founded 
upon very slender grounds, — derived from insufficient, por^ 
tial, investigation, — without bestowing a momenfs consider- 
ation on the remonstrance of your Petitioner, has suspended 
your Petitioner from olfice pending the enquiry : 

That, agsiinst this order of the Commissioner for your Pe« 
titioner's suspension, your Petitioner now begs leave to appeal 
to your Board, in the hope of meeting with that consideration) 
which has been denied him by the subordinate authorities > 

That, it is not against the mere matter of suspension, as de» 
priving your Petitioner of his pecuniary allowance for a time, 
that your Petitioner appeals ; but it is for the removal of the 
injurious effects arising out of the Collector'^s inconsiderate, 
partial, and even biassed recommendation), and the Officiating 
Commissioner's easy and ready adoption of the measure, with- 
out any examination or enquiry, as if it were a matter of mere 
formality, that your Petitioner now presents himself before 
your Board : — 

That, it is sufficiently clear, that the Collector's recommen- 
dation of the measure of suspension is grounded upon the se- 
riousness of the charges brought against your Petitioner,— 
upon the possibility of the Petitioner's exerting undueinfla- 
ence over certain witnesses, — and upon tl^e length of time that 
the enquiry was likely to last 

That, your Petitioner here begs leave to say a few words 
upon each of these grounds of the Collector's determination to 
suspend him from office : — that your Petitioner readily ac- 
knowledges the seriousness of the charges ; in which, on the 
appearance in evidence of the slightest semblance^ to truth, 
your Petitioner would have cheerfully bent his head to an or- 
der for this suspension : that, on this head, your Petitioner 
humbly submits, that the evidence gone into up to the 1 1th ^ 
November, the date of the Collector's recommendation of this 
injurious order, (it being no more than Mr. George Palmer’s 
self-convicting deposition, to which the attention of your Board 
has been called before now,) will not, to impartial mind bear 
out the Collector's determination against him,— even exclusive 
of the important consideration, that the accuser of your Peti* 
tioner is not only a long cstablbhed enwy^ but at the same 
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time s'tands convicted of bringingf forward false charges against 
your Petitioner by means of intrigue and combination, — and 
lias moreover, on tlie strength of audacity of no commttn stamp, 
had the extraordinary presumption to repeat some of those 
identical charges even in the present case : — * 

That, with respect to the possibility of your Petitioner’s 
exerting undne inflnenee over certain witnssses, your Petitioner 
has already in his petition of the22d November stated to your 
Board his readiness to withdraw the names of those that might 
be considered objectionable by the court : and here your Pe- 
titioner humbly submits to your Board,— of what avail can be 
the influence, of an isolated individual, situated as your Peti- 
tioner has been, with heavy charges hanging over his head, with 
the marked countenance ; nay, the open support of the autho- 
rities of the district directly opposed to him in devotion to 
the cause of his inveterate accuser, and their own friends ? 
Needs your Petitioner produce, or impartial justice demand, a 
Banger proof than the spirit of bold, artfiil, interested advoca- 
cy, wnich breathes through their official representation of the 
16th August to the Commissioner’s address, and by the Com- 
missioner forwarded to your Board ? Needs your Board to 
be infoAned that the then Officiating Collector firmly united 
from the first, and by existing circumstances farther strength- 
ened in his attachment to the interest of your Petitioner's op- 
ponents, is still on the spot, filling an official situation in the 
collectoTship and ma^stracy of the district ? With this re- 
markable connection immediately before his eyes, what influ- 
ence, then, can the Collector have been dreading for the ends 
of public justice, from an individual, who in the full possession 
ofnis office, is comparatively powerless? With such nicety 
of observation, and anxiety for the ends of even-handed jus- 
tice, did it never occur to him, even after the perusal of your 
Petitioner’s reply to the officiating Collector’s report, that the 
very remarkable circumstances of the case, over which he was 
presiding, admitted any thing like a chance of influential pres- 
sure from the opposite side of the question ? 

That, whilst the President of the Court of Enquiry ap- 
pears, ^ some means, which your Petitioner submits are not 
'to be found tk the records, iimressed with the necessity of dis- 
arming the manager of his official influence, considara dan- 

S nrous to the cause of justice in wliich he is embarked, and 
e Comnussioner of Re^enuet'^ undisturbed by any contidera- 
of posable orprobable utjury arising out of the measure. 


Mr. CommitMmwr bw Warner’s letter to tbeCollectOf, No, 
f: dated Uie S8th Jane 1830.— See Appendix 1>. 


howcTor Tgosely recommended 3>y the President, at once eondniHt 
its necessity ; — ^your Petitioner cannot refrain from stadng a»' 
nne of the effects of Mr. George Palmer's ascendancy, and of 
thejnnetion of the local authorities with him, that mooMtore,^ 
from fear, refused to act in this business for your Petitioner, 
and the pleaders, with exception of onr man, dy from it 
under a variety of pleas,— ^although there is hardly any business 
transacting just now in the zilla court of Poorneea. Whereat, 
on the other side, safe and secure, upon grounds best 
known to himself, a wdkeel of the court has, in disobedience 
to the order of a roohakaree of the zilla court, — ^in violation 
of the existing regulations, been boldly acting at discretion, 
as Mookhtar for your Petitioner’s opponents. That your Pe- 
titioner applied to the zilla court for permission to 'the only 
wakeel who consmited to act for your Petitioner, and your Pe- 
titioner's application was returned, without any Proceedings 
being held, or order passed upon it in violation of the injunc- 
tions of sec. 6 reg. 4:of 17 ^, with a verbal reference to a 
mere verbal answer to a written application of the wakcel 
himself of some days prior date ; That your Petitioner then 
applied to said court for a copy of its order to the'wakeet 
who is acting for his opponents, and his application was gra- 
ciously returned without any notice or effect : — That your Pe- 
titioner then, after mature enquiry represented to the Collector 
the circumstance of this pleader of the zilla court acting on 
the part of your Petitioner's accuser without the prescribed 
sanction of the court to which he belongs ; but all the no- 
tice that your Petitioner’s representatiop met with, was the 
placing of it on the file, and the wakeel has in spite of such re- 
presentation been allowed not only to act in court wi|;hout any , 
Kind of objection whatever, but thus engaged, as he profes- 
sionally stands in the pending investigation, he has, in company 
with another agent in this business, been allowed admittance 
even into the private residence of the President of this remark- 
able Court of Enquiry, — That, your Petitioner here submitji, 
can all this be the result of pure accident, altogether unleaven- 
'ed with any sort of study or intention? That, as your Peti- 
tioner will have occasion to draw again your attention to the 
' point of ofiidal influence in another place, he forbears com- 
menting upon it for the presmit any farther : 

That, the third ground of the Collector's recommendation 
fi>r the su^naon of your Petitioner : the length of time 
that the enquiry might last, as being remarkably insuflicient, 
U damping of the particular notice of your Board ; that pro- 



. tioQs to the determins&m of yodr Petitioner's suspension, the 
Collector devoted to his open enquiry in Courts no more than 
four hours, and since then, (11th Novr.) up to 4th December 
not more than five hours, altogether constituting Qhours. * And 
here your Petitioner -submits, that the devotion of any part of 
his time to the pend^ enquiry depended more upon himself 
than upon your Petitioner, with reference either to his personal 
convenience, or to leisure from his other avocations : — ^that 
whatever be the cause, your Petitioner humbly submits, whe- 
ther the President of the Court of Enquiry has not, in the first 

i dace, inflicted a serious injury upon your Petitioner by his di- 
atoiy proceedings, and in the next by converting it into a rea- 
son mr his suspension : — That, leaving your Board to decide 
upon this part of his grievances, your Petitioner now humbly 
craves your Board's permission, although the evidence against 
him be almost closed, to protest against the Collector's pro- 
ceeding any farther with the business, on the ground of that 
oflicer's having disqualified, by the most marked and open 
prejudging of your Petitioner's case : That, aware of the 
objections which are lying recorded before his eyes, with refer- 
ence to the former authorities, of the district, the Collector, ad 
became his public situation, kept himself unconnected with all 
the parlies, — and farther, as likewise became a member of pri- 
vate society, seemingly alive to the feelings of a circumscribed 
neighbournood,— expressed his regret at the existence of the 
necessity for his doing so ; and persevered in this laudable course 
for the space of tiro months : that as President of the Court of 
Enquiry, he thus unconnected, went through the accusation 
•giunst your Petitioner as well as his answer to it ; thus uncon- 
nected, jje proceeded also into the evidence of Mr. George 
Palmer, the first witness brought forward on the plaintiiTs side 
but immediately afterwards, in spite of this witness's extraor- 
dinary self-condemning deposition,’~^the CoUecter not only 
recommends your Petitioner’s suspension from office but by 
his marked personal behaviour, — in open violatiou of the rule 
he had avowedly laid down for himself,— by the public breach 
of propriety and decorum, alike becoming and necessary to 
the situation *o£ the President of a Court of Enquiry,— 'he 
•throws himself at once in the arms of this very witness, with 
whom theprosecution originated, and by means of whom it is 
carryu^on ; tha your P^tioner submits,— in this ind. 
‘ * Tit stagow the enquiry, from such remarkaUe conduct, is 

4th NoTombsr about S hoaro ; on the 1 1th tho oamo ; aa4mach 
on IfMx , S koan oa iht 4ik Decemte. 
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not t^e cbnclusSon justifiabk, that the mind of die Collector^ 
—the judgment the Pre^dent of the Court of finquirj)**^ 
(wbaterery from attendant cifcumstai^es, be the naittr»4|||;|i* . 
lue of thdt judgment,) had been m^e up and comj^teljr. 
ed against j^our Petitioner ? J(s there any room left fof tWp*' 
dulgence of hope, that be is still looked upon with on 
eye, or that even«banded justice is any l0ger likely to 50 , 0 $* 
tended to yoitf Petitioner t ^that ,in.su]patting the forogt^iig 
grounds of his appeal against, suspen^on, and in proten^w^- 
against the |Collector’s being permitted to proceed any fitr^r 
with the investigation, your Petitioner appeals to your Englim 
feelings, alive to a due sense of thehign character of Bntiw 
J UBtice } whether that Justice, in any stage of this extrapt^* 
nary prosecution, (save the removal of his former 8U8pea,sip^^ 
has, at any time with even hand, bcten measured out to yovlf 
Petitioner, — or that, under existing circumstances, at t^ 
hands of tiie present Authority, is at all likely to be .measured 
out to him? — That, firm in 1 ) 18 own rectitude, your Petitioner 
fears not the most rigid' scrutiny, — and submits to your Boards 
whether he has not prayed for it loiig and aloud t and in his 

E resent Petition of appeal also he begs leave to address to your 
lourd the same urgent prayer, — and moreover, to beseech your 
Board to graht it without any farther dday ; and, in doing so, 
Vour Petitioner b^gs permission to state to your Board thab 
% means of this injurious delay, the unquestionable, long 
established as cendency of Mr. George Palmer ^ strength^ed 
by a fresh accession in the open bias of the new ftolh^ 
Authority, has had its numerous ministers busily engaged, to 
the full extent of their power, to raise up. fresh enemies again|t 
your Petitioner; and, tiiat, in order to secure the confirmation 
of this said Mr. George ' Palmer's alike credible aud crediui* 
ble, hearsay evidence, the highest Judiciat Native officer of. 
the district, — the acting Principal audder C meeh, hdb gone gp ' 
far as to threaten to out-swear oue of the Principal Witneum 
Bgainstyour Petitioner, ifbe did not depose as required jqr 
this influential delegate of tliis Prince or Witnesses i—Th^tj, 
sensible that any mrther detail, either in comment upon tlm 
evidence, or exposition of the diabolical machinations' of tl^ . 
combination, which has. been formed against him, wotild^h^ 
he put of plaice, your Petitioner, ^tb pain, ffir))eai9 ent|H|||r » 
iqtpeithen and concludes with humbly soliciting, y<j^ 
Boar^ yrill grimiously take all bis preceding 'Ir^lwns/'^ 
coinmoii wUli tliis his Petitioi^in appeal, into tiielf matMf 
^fuudertitiott, and grant your 1^111101)61^8 reiteratM pniyei^&jl* 
ajw//, independanti Judicial investigaUont in justicae to the 
^dividual case of your much injured Petition«r| ae wdl as the 



rti^tts of » yen titunerou* claw of d^etKe\e» Qri! 
Injects ; — ^And your Petitioner]!' as in duty botmdf , will 

(Signed) 


<et 


A. IMtAtB^ 


JPommeeSj 7th Deeetnherf 183S. 


To TAB OfPXCIATIVG COMMISSIOKEB OP ReTEKUE. 

‘ ISth Division, 

37/e humble Petition of JtEXJKDBn Imimcm, Manager 
af Muhuilat Purgunas JIaveileef Poorneeay S[C. 

Shbwetii, 

"That, your Petitioner, in consequence of the notoriotn 
marked subservience of the Umlas of the Collector’s Office to 
the interests of the Mootahidsy (X i( G. Palmersy and his no- 
minal Accuser JBijai Govind Singh,— -end the machinations 
of a numerous band of Agents of various descriptions employed 
by them, — as well as the swaying, tutoring, and preparation 
of witnesses brought forward against your Petitioner, your Pe- 
titioner felt the necessity of all possible watchfulness, and ac- 
cordingly made arrangements for the attendance of some per- 
sons in conjunction with his Mohhtar in the Collector’s office, 
for the purpose of taking down the regular as well as the irre- 
gular proceedings, which have become rather common in his 
cij^, and noting down the names of witnesses to the remark- 
able sayings and doings, which have been tolerated against 
y^r Petitioner.— 'That, the adoption of this measure of pro- 
ving notes daily in the case of your Petititoner, has been im- 
])|riuivefy called for by the Collector’s refttsal of copies of cer- 
tath dejwsitions, upon the extraordinary ground in the order 
arbitrarily fwned upon his application of the 11th December, 
that, ** the depositions ufere taken down in the presence of 
Jtp^licmUy it is useless to grant him the copies re* 

f *tl\ 9 !tyj<m( Pettrioner just now forbears dravring your atten* 
tfoiii. to it as a matti^r of complaint, by comments naturally aris- 
but of the nsnarkable spirit or the aforesaid order but 
•^||fHeiy refers, to it foir the pi^nt as indicating- a v^str^ 
i m son for tbBcmpl0yiD8ii)t,.bf his itfoAnfor^in tuki^ 
edstaoi — ,v 



ywr Peiitiofier had l^ked on the Court of Enquiry 
09 an open Court, and not a secpi committee, and instructed 
bis people to look upon it in the same light th^t, ureeabi^" 
to his instructions, under the immediate observation or tlieCole 
lector, they had till this day been allowed to proceed undis* 
tiirbed in the open performance of the duty assigned them i' 
That, one of these men, whilst in the act of taking notes, with* 
out interfering in the slightest degree either with the Court 
itself, or with any person uneonnecied with the court, was, at 
the instance of a mokhtar^ acting on the part of your Petition- 
er’s convicted false Accuser,* on the plea of his not being your 
Petitioner’s constituted attorney, ordered by the Collector 19 
be turned out of Court 

That, yotir Petitioner here craves permisson to bring to' 

! rour notice, by way of contrast, the conduct of the said Gol- 
eclor, in passing unnoticed tlie recorded remonstrance of your 
Petitioner regarding an established tcaAree/ of the zilla court, 
acting as mo khtar on the part of his Accuser, in opposition 
to the order of the Court to which he belongs, and open viola- 
tion of the regulation which bears upon a wakeeVs acting as 
mokhtar in any other Court 

That, meeting such unequal consideration from the Presit 
dent of a Court, which according to the avowal elicited from 
the President himself, f is itself based upon such narrow print 
ciples, as to be considered incompatible wiUi the ends of equal 
jttstice, your Petitioner after praying often and aloud for the 
appoiminent of a competent Court, has, with feelings which 
he cannot venture to describe, personally withdrawn himself 
from the very questionable farther progress of the pending En- 
quiry, leaving people, as above stated, to aid his mokfiiar ia 
taking notes for the use of your Petitioner jigahist exigency 
That, under these circumstances, by a leaning to the sid# 
of his Accuser, which stands recorded on the face of the Col- 
lector’s own proceedings, by the arbitrary turning out of his 
)>eople, as above described, he has deprived your Petitioner of 
the means of early information, indis|)en9ably necessary to his 
defence:-— 

Your Petitioner therefore prays that, this Court will take 
his representation, with reference in particular to the Col^# 
tor’s extraordinary refusal tp grant copies of papers required 
hy your Petitioner, into its maturest coii'*ideration, and pass 
orders upon it, as to its wisdom may seem meet, for se- 


. 5®® y.pur Court’s letter No. 607. under date the 28th Jwe, 1838. 

• CoUfijstor Gouidshury's roobakar^e of tbs ttth Nov^ia* 

1833 in page of the PosUcript. 
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^ cnrinff to your Petitioner undiAurbed the right of watching 
over Ilia interests by all such jegal means as your Petitioner 
may choose to employ : — and your Petitioner, as in duty boand> 
will ever pray.— • 

( Signed ) A. IMLACH. 
pQomeea^ 23d Decemlery 1833. 


Gborob Palmbr, inhabitant of (he neighbourhood 
of the Lilies, son of Colonel, Samuel Palmer, aged 
38 years, employment il/oo/aAirfcc, appeared before 
the Collector on Monday the 11th November, 1833, 
corresponding with ^he 27 ih Karteek, 1240 Bengal 
Era, and after the oath on the Testament was adiui* 
nistered to him, deposed:— 

Question. — That, in the matter of the charges preferred by 
12^0 Bijai Gobind Sing, eight-annas share owner of Havellee, 
Poorneea, &c. against Mr. Imlach, Surburakar of the said 
estate, he has named you a witness to the charges of bribe &c» 
you are therefore asked to declare all you know of the bribe ? 

Answer . — Whilst negociating for the settlement of 1240 
Moolkee, about two or three days previous to it ( the settle* 
merit, ) I went to the Surburakar^ Mr. Imlach’s house, and 
the Surburakar took me into the S. E. room, and shewing 
me a book, which contained the rental of the purgunnas to be 
let, asked me to give him a bribe of 6,000 rupees per an* 
nuiii for hve years, and he would reduce the rent an equal 
sum. 1 replied that at such a reduction, the farm would not 
yield enough to pay the rent, and requested him to remit some^ 
thing more, on which the Surburakar gave up ten thousand 
and odd rupees,* and told me to make my written application 


* From the rent of the last lease of the farm of the deponent and his 
elder brother, the Collector ordered the manager in 1830 to remit rupees 
7,110, 10, 54 annually ; because he considered that sum could not be 
legally enforced ; and they got their present for only rupees 
5, 144 less tnan the amount of rent they paid for the last lease ; 
but notnrithstanding this,— and, in spite of the Collector’s proceedings 
on this subject, whi% are in the Collector’s office, and tlie accounts of 
’ *1Ke estate, this 'witness has the hardihood to swear that the manager 
‘ ‘ asked him for a bribe of 6000 rupees per annum for five years, and h» 
^|VPi|)d reduce an equal sum in this wi tness’ rent ^andontheealicitatiup 
^jme deponent be gave up ten thousand %xkd odd rupees ! ! ! 
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for l]ie farm. At that tii^e I bad engaged Bishan Moeoi 
Ckowderaeeny wife of Kishun Ch under, for my security ; 
and ahe had also written a letter to the StirftfiraArar agreeing to 
become my security ; but after the application for the fkna 
was accepted, Bislinn Moee, on frivolous pretences did 
not become security. The Surburakar had sent the 
security bond under charge of Saeef Alee to the said ChdtSh 
deraeen et Tazpore for her signature ; Saeef Aleft staid 
there some days, but she did not execute it, and put him 
off with excuses ; therefore, Saeef Alee wrote to the 
Surburakar^ that Bishun Moee, Chowderaeen^ had not signed 
and sealed the security, and requested to know whether he 
diould remfiin or return ; his urjee with a note from himself 
the Manager sent to me on the 19th March, 1833, requesting 
to know, whether he should allow Saeef Alee to remain there 
or call him back ? This note is in my possession. 1 wrote an 
answer, but have not got a copy of it : afterwards when 
Bishun Moee would not sign the security, Saeef Alee returned ; 
that, on this 1 stated tp the Surburakar that as Bishun 
Moee had refused to become security, what should 1 do? 
the Manager advised me to look out for other security, and 
endeavoured himself to procure security for me; that after 
this, on the 4th April, 1833, the Manager wrote me a letter^ 
saying that two cousins, who resided m the town, wished to 
become my security, and besides whom another possessed of 

5.000 begas can be got. After that I may perhaps have written 
to the Surburakar to ascertain who the Cousins were ? The 
Manager answered by letter dated iOth April, that the persons 
were Uie proprietors of Istemrar Strsee Plasbunee, named Khy«» 
ratee Jan and Mirja Muhumdee, and that it would be well 
for me to send a man to sound them ; tlmt in the sunud 7,000 
begas are specified, and from one of the joint owners Aga Sahib 
had bought a four- anna share, and if I spoke to the Aga^ 
who is acquainted with all the proprietors, he would get uie 
matter arranged ; This letter also is in my possession. — After 
this, the Manager wrote me a letter in englidi without date,, 
saying that he had learnt from Oomrow Sing, tnookhlar^ that 
the whole of the Istemrar Sersee Plasbunee: consisted of 16,009 
begas; Aga A hmud Alee Khan^s share alone is stated to be 

4.000 begas, and between the two Cousins 6,000 begas being 
the share of one Cousin, there are in all 10,000 begas : agreea- 
bly to this (alluding to the Aga's I share) the amount would 
be 30,000 begas : The Manager did not comprehend the 
matter. The 30,000 according to Oomrow Sing’s account 
turning out only 16,000 begas. To clear up which be sug« 



gCfBted theadcodntBbrtlie their HlgttaMrM ai 

aece.-«ary, or any other mode 1 might think nreferabU t ThU 
letter is likewise in tty ^) 09 sewion.*“After tnis the Henagev 
again wrote me another letter on the ISth April, 18SS, staling 
that if by to>morrow Kishun Chund, the husband of Bishutt 
Moee, did not arrive, he would call on me for other security t 
^is leuer is also in my possession. After this, the Manager 
again wrote n» a letter on the 27lh April, regarding Shaik 
Hutsen lieza, as security, whose son was at l*atna, and to 
whose name the landed property had been transferred There* 
fere some delay occurred in the arrival of the mokktatnanm 
respecting thesecurity ; in consequence of which tl»eS«rftKroit«r 
wrote (hut the potta and qubooleeat could not be exchanged, but 
1 miglit take on vtnuliiama and go on with my settlements ; and 
that on receiving my answer he would immediately send the 
9mulnaiHamd asked if any thing else occurred tome: This lei* 
ter 1 have also got. — When Bishun Moee refused to become 
CMurity, on the security of others : namely Shah Sahib, 
Testtaruin Sing, Talever Sing eind others, I teceived 
Bie potta. Previous to the settlement of the aforesaid people 
beii^ my securities, I thought within myself from the corrup* 
tion and covetousness of the Surburakar^ that if he did not 
get more than 6,000 rupees, he might perhaps throw some 
ebstacles in the way of the settlement ; therefore one day when 
the Manager came to my house, I told him that if the settle* 
meiit were made on the security of others, I should give him 
besides the 6,000 rupees, 1,200 rupees per annum more for 
live years. — ^Tlte Manager heartily consented to this and desired 
me to consult my brother about it ; but I did not tell my 
brother of it because ray brother had repeatedly foArd me 
lb take forms at a high rate. 1 listened not to this and com* 
mitt^ a piece of Idly ind look the farm. On this account I 
considered that, having contrary to the advice ofmy brother, 
taken the format a high rent, if I 'mentioned to him the bribe 
to thse Manager he would be displeased. This ms my tntetf 
iion^ that ij the farm turned out profitable, I shotrld give the 
Manager u>hat I had promised, and afterwards tell my 
brother of it ; but if there be no profit, 1 should state my 
situation to the Manager. At that time I had rte idea of the 
sione-heartednessOfthe Surburakar. I had considered it me 
. certain, that the instant he should hear oj the state ofmy 
; J^irm he would not call for the bribe agreed upon. 1 do n« 
r^lect the month, but one day, I, the deponent, went to the 
jMmrnger's liouse, and told him of the bad state of the form, 
Mtd 4otse^ and stated io hiu tbit i waeaxtrei&ely aaxioiar 
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nbottl trfiat 1 had given my Wbrd for t^On this ilie Mimmt 
remarked, Do not give yourself a thought about it : but meit 
this, the Manager commenced in a variety of ways his enmity 
tow ards me : Froii} amongst the zumcendarsy one granted ju# 
a remission, but the Manager dissuaded and prevented the 
others fiom doing so.'-^Some time after the bundabustj^Om 
period i do not exactly recollect, my elder brother came to and 
returned From Poorneea twice or thrice ; and when 1 ihet the 
Manager, he askeil me, if 1 had consulted with my brotiM) 
bat as I did not wish to mention the matter then to my elder 
brother, 1 replied to the Manager that 1 had not. Hence 1 
think that some doubt was generated in the Surhurakar^M 
mind about his getting the bribe aforesaid : — I therefore went 
one day to visit the an.d having seated myself in 

the middle room, got into conversation there, when the Ma« 
nager called me away into the south room, and remarked ihitt 
*‘Life is uncertain, for what you have promised me, if yon 
give me a document, it will be better. ’ Then the Sttrlur^ 
akar either out of his box, or from under a bundle of popersi, 
took a slip ot China paper, on which was written the form of 
agreement for payment of the bribe, and gave it to ine« It it 
written in pencil, that before or during the month of ^prilf 
1833, we promise that to 4lec» /’* ( which are the initiufs of 
his name) sicca rupees IfiOQ we shall pay, value received 


^ The falsehood of the chaise advanced against the Managei^ 
admits of easy proof: The Witness was distressed in 1832 in coiise* 
qae^ice of liis collection^ not going on successfully. In proof, 
Manager holds a letter [ sec aiincved letter ] of his, complainintr of liii 
JlftfAcz/tm, Salamat Rae, and begging assistance in every possible way. 
Tlie Manager at length, at a personal interview, agreed to advance him 
the sum ot* 7,200 rupees, being an amount, lying idle upon h>8 hands at 
tbetttiie.*^ai>d at the witness’s request drew up in pencil the form of g 
note of hand, to be executed by the witness and his brother ; it beiitf 
conditioned that tlie money was not to remain in their hands beyond 
the period of their present lease, — and that it should be optional with the 
Manager at the expiration of each year, either to take the money, or U 
fresh note, as circumstances might render expedient. Here the businesa 
stopt,— as the witness in combination With some influential friends, m 
Well in as out of office, began to ^ncoct fii plan for obtaining, by their 
means a very substantial remission f 24,000 rupees per annum j in his 
iumma or stipulated rent. — Now, lest this paltry sum of seven thousand 
odd hundred rupees should to some peo|>le, irnposed upon by his external 
p^mp and parade, appear to be beneath the dignity of so great a man as 
w* George Palmer, and therefore not likely to be solicited or accepted 
lyr him in the manner mentioned above, suffice it to state,— that, it has 
not been beneath liis dignity to borrow from Radha Sahoo of BhiiwSnee* 
pour %100 rSfiteiB Rigaram Koomar €^000 rs. besides 12,000 rs* it 



TOd below ate written~^< 18Si<^d^36-and 37 and requepl-, 
W me to give him, agreeably to this form one agreement for 
five years or five agreements for the five years.— After giving 


advance for this year’s renf^ from Rampurahad Choudliree 700 rs. from 
BnriQnoo ‘0,000 rupees, and ainali suma from many other iii- 

dividuaU fihau Ulee Ruza holds an instalment bond from this witness a^^ree 
mg to pay him 6,000 rs. per annum for 5 years, the witness having, by a 
^ 80 Tt of management, peculiar to himself, got clear of the interest not only 
jd some eight or nine years previous, but also for the time to come. Sa^ 
lamut Kae, his niiihajun, holds a bond for 20,000 rupees. It may not 
be amiss to state iarther what the manager has discovered since the 
commencement oi the operations of the Cabal against him; i. e. that the 
list 01 his own and his brother, Mr. Charles Palmer's properly, which 
lie shewed to the manager and Mr. Hawkins when about to renew his 
lew m *632, amounting to about 50,000 rs. exhibited vohat had been 
mortgaged to oalamul Hue as security for this loam More of tJiis 
iKreStter belore a competent (Jourt. 

. fhe mode adopted by the manager in the letting out of the estates 
In his charge, is proved to be that of early public notification, and public 
biaditig. it iH also proved, that, in common with others, the Piaiiitilf 
bimscii was m the field at the time of the settlement; — and farther, that 
be was opposed to, and bidding against Mr. G. Palmer himself, and, if 
ftt* had succeeded in lurnisliirig security as required by the iiotificalion, 
^ womd have carried the day against him. Under these circurnstancesL' 
does tncir appear to be any room for the iiegociation of Mr. Palmer’s 
alieged arrangement ot corruption with the manager? But this is not 
all. this worthy witness’ inimical disposition would seem completely 
to have got the better of his understanding,— or, he must certainly have 
calculated upon being carried through Uiick and thin by the friendly ex- 
ertions ot a barefaced confideracy. Now mark what follows;— The re- 
mission ot the sum of 7, 110, 10,5| annually from the jummaof this wit- 
ness last lease ol the farm, was ordered by the Collector in 1830, be- 
cause. Recording to his judgment, the payment of that amount could not 
be legally enforced ; and this remission, according to the Collector‘8 order, 
was regularly granted by the manager. This fact, recorded as it stands 
on the public proceedings of the Collector of the district, the witness 
t i /l^i to dispute. The of his present lease is only 2,8^: 
5 - 144 short of the rent which he paid for his last lease of the farm 
and lie has moreover declared upon oath tliat the productiveness of the 
farm bad decreased. This also, being a documentary matter, it is not 
in his power to deny, thus, the beniht arising out of his agreement 
to pay 4^uaUy the sum of 7,200 rs, exceeds not 2,889 : 6; 141 per 
annum!!! * 

W hat must then one think ofthe audacity of this witness,— of the prin- 
mples and the character ol this man, when one finds him swearing to this 
extniprdinarj; charge of ^ bribery against the manager, and not 
Miy implicating himself m the same crime, but at the same time duirging 

iraposijioii of no common stamp, and 

llftffiiL Infi* IV there being honour even among 

Roguei and 1 hievcs ? The adage^ perhaps^ in wis witness* opinionj 


tne tills !brm, lie also Said that 1 should consult with my hro* 
ther and give him the agreement, but I neither consulted witH 
my brother, nor gave the agreement.— After this, I brought 
before the Managf^r the ruinous state of my farm,— on hearmj^^ l 
this, becoming hopeless of receiv ing the bribe, he commer^* : 
ed his deceitful contrivances to ruin us. On my oath 1 havil^ / 
declared from my heart what is true. ^ 


in common with that of some otliers. refers to Roj^ues and Thieves as h 
Te« 5 ular professional body, and excludes from its range, siichinentlU 
reservations as tiie present^ wlieti practised Gentlenq^i like himahllf 
on particular occasions alone: and one is jiistiBediii tliis inferenofh 
from its being tolerated in the society in which he still moves,— of 
he evidently forms a valuable member, and which is composed of al! tm 
Public Officers attached to the station, as well as some Gentlemen sn* 
tied as Indigo Planters in the district — 

Copy of the letter alluded to above 

A. IMLACH, Esq. 18th August, 18391 

My Dear Imlacb, 

The Kuach tells me he will agree to whatever you order him in regard 
to paying tUe 54 va. rs. jutnma for the two years ; but he only wants 
to make known his hard case to yon, and if after hearing what he has to 
say, you still think he might to pay that sum, he will give it.— 

I have Just dispatched 11,000 sa. rs. of our rents, — You will be sib- 
prised to Lear only 4,000 sa. rs. have been received from P'litteypore^ 
and about 5,000 from Slireepore — In the greatest part of the (wo pttf~ 
gvnnahs e.speciaJly in Slireepore, the pooneah is not even made, and 
the r^uts say, no mahajun will advance them a rupee, from there beitig 
no rain yet for their Ropa, on which crop they generally borrow : if 
any forc.e is used for the collections the ryuts run away.— Charles 
writes me two or three of his Futteypore ryuts run every day, and be 
does nut know when they will stop doing so.— 1 really know not what 
is to be done, if rents are duly exacted from the Shreepore^ and Fiit* 
leypore ryuia ; sure ruin must be the consequence ; but by giving them 
time to rupr/ihur, we may bring round mattprs, and by the blessing df 

g od a good fall of rain, set all to rights again, and I trust all may turnout 
r the best.— I will send you every rupee 1 can till the kist is paid off, 
and then pay the servants their wages. 

Do m friend assist me in every way you can to enable os ta get oyiNr 
these difficulties. 7'hat old fellow, Suilamiit Rny. seeing the sitoatigfl 
yre are in, instead of making bis terms easier and lighter for us, has on* 
deavoared to make us pay him more than before, and 1 mustdoalll can 
to manage without him, and not submit to lus imposition*— I am quite 
uneasy^ and must be so till 1 have paid up your iist— Can yoti kindly 
Pblige me by sending me the 1,000 sa.rs. for the Doctor’s bungahiV 
S9id to the tlqjgJu • every Uttie is a help at present— 

Your’s sincerely • 

( Signed ) GEO. PALMEJL 
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^ Qficstion,^tIave you got thc^fbrm for the bribe which tb# 
Manager gave you ? 

Answer. — I have got it with me, and deliver it to the 
Court, — as also the seven letters alluded to above, and another 
of the S7th April 1832, with which the Manager sent the um^ 
ir/ift/ma— in all 1 deliver in eight letters. On the 16th Bysach 
1240, 1 received the umulnama^ and fifteen days after that^ the 
hubooleeat and potla were executed. 

Question. — That Rajah Bejai Gobind Sing has caused 
to be written in the 4th clause of his deposition, that prevU 
ous to the bundobust of purgunnas Huvellee, Poomeea See* 
the Manager^avent to purgunna, Sooiiapore, and asked Pana^ 
hoola, dewan of Ranee Zohoorun Kisa, part proprietress of 
that purgunnay to take the, farm of muhidlat Huvellee and 
. Sooltanpore in i>artnership with himself : do you^ witnessi 
know any thing of this matter i 

Answer . — / am not a witness to this matter. Whatever I 
heard from the said Sliaik PanahooUi, I am going to detail; It 
occurs to my recollection that Shnik Wnahoola came to Pur* 
viea from Kisliungimge in June, 1833 ; and one day,— the date 
1 do not remember, — the said Shaik Sahib came to visit me at 
my residence in Mr. D' Assists house. In the cohrse of con* 
versation, I asked the Shaik Sahib whether he did intend to 
take farm in mvhullnt Haveliee, Poorneea, &c. ? and who had 
brought him to this? He replied, that whatever passed 
** between him and the Surburakar respecting the izara took 
place when the Surburakar and he were by tliemselves, and 
he would now also repeat to me in private/* I seated myj> 
self close to ium, and told him, now we are by ourselves^ 
elute the particulars. He related ^ that previous to the farni- 
ing out the estate, the Surburakarlidid gone to BLinhungungp 
and one day be came to the Ranees * in the morning to 
visit me, and told me that he desired to say something in 
private, therefore the persons who had been present were 
sent out. Then Mr. Imlach stated the muhullat purgunnas 
Huvellee, &c. are about to be let out very sliortly, among 
them, purgumms Huvellee and Sooltanpore, and muhullat 
^ Khangy are very |)rofitabIe ; do you take the farm of them 
in one of your dependant’s name, and give your own, or 
^ some other security, on this Shaik Sahib xemarked that hp 
would not be abl[e to luanage the farm ; the Surburakar 
said, I ihall get it nsaitt^ for you, Imvc that to 
After this I asked the Shark Miib, In ^vhat way did he advise 
you to take the farm ? and whether^ did he want to hold an 
^ — , , 
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injterest or share |n it ? He replied, he wanted to hold 

a share/’ I heard this in June of the present Year from the 
Shaik Sahib^ and told it to Raja Bijai Govina Sing, Sokib* 
At that time the Shaik Sahih^ did not knovr that JRqjra Bijfd' 
Govitid Sing vrould complain, and he should be nominated 
as witness. — ^When he heard chat Raja Bijai Govind Sing, ' 
Sahibj had complained, and his name had been entered ae > 
witness, he was displeased, and resorted to several contri- 
vances to escape fiom giving evidence ; and remarked that I ' 
do not know Raja Bijai Govind Sing, why has he 
nominated me as a witness i I moreover said, that what- 
ever Mr. Imlach stated was fact, but the word partnei*ship 
was never uttered by him.” — On hearingthis IwAs surprise * 
edy and said at first you mentioned this in one way and noVf 
another ; hence I conclude that you now express yourself in 
this manner to release yourself from giving evidence.-— After 
this Shaik Panahoola repaired from Kishungunge to .Purnea ' 
in September of the current year, and came to my house to 
visit me ; when we met, i asked him, that you at first, said 
60 and so — and now you say another thin^, t.e. Mr. Imlach never 
mentioned the wore! partnership ; and i then remarked , that 
did not signify whethar he mentioned the word Partnership 
or not ; pray state fairly that from whatever passed between 
you and Mr. Imlach in regard to the bundobust of 
the said muhals, what did you infer f Did or did it, 
not appear to you, that the Surburakar wanted to take 
the farm jointly with you for his own benefit ? The Shaik < 
Sahib replied, yes, that this was his object appeared 
clearly from the Surburakar^ s conversation. He also said 
that the management rested with him.” On this I remarked, 
what did it signify, whether the Surburakar used the word 
partnership or not ? The intention of the Surburakar in speak- 
ing privately with the Shaik Sahib was to take the farm 
jointly, — The Shaik Sahib may be called and examined on 
oath. Whatever passed between him and the Manager, he ^ 
will 8t%te explicitly : for he is a respectable man, and wlu;^ 
he takes an oath, it is certain that he will tell the truth. 
Whatever I heard from him, I have stated. 

Question. — When the conversation between you and die 
Manager regarding the bribe of 6,000 rupees took place, wlUit 
other persons were there present ? 

Answer. — No other person was present: the Manager is 
not such a green hand as to speak of bribe before others* 

-When you and the Manager talked about the 
Deed for the bribe was any oilier pei*son present i 
AnswcTi’^'Ho other person was present* 



QuitUim hy tl»* vM* let Mil k 

tltf kuehuretj or wy pil4vat^ dwelUng i 

The settlemeut appaneiitly took ))hice in tbe 
iuehuret, and the conyereuioit mat took {dace between loe 
aitdl^Mana(^r was in his hotue : i. e. on looking at 
j^mm of the pwgmnas in die book, whatever p^M with 
ngacd Ift the Wbe was to the house. 

(Signed.) 


No. 355. Mis. Dept. 

To F. OovLOSBunr, Esq. Collector qfPurneoh. 

Sir, I have perused with attention your letter of the Ist in- 
stant, with die Persian papers and proceedings that accom- 
nantM it, as also ^1 Uie previous correspondence on the sub- 
^Mt, and have no hesitation in giving my opinion that they do 
-not bear out Rqja B^ai Govind &ng in the accusations he 
Ims preferred against Mr. Imladi the Surburakar of the es- 
tates, and with advertence to the circumstances stated by 
CnUector iiawkins ol‘ dale lUth August 1899 para. 4. * I 


Para, 4. of Mr. Coileetor Hohokina’ letter (\f the ItkA AtiguM 1^. 
to P. feat Waranr, Ssqr. Cotimitmoner (Reverie 12^4 iiitvisiw 
** Yea ate aww Mat half the Estate, is Me property of the sous of 
“ S.reenarain ^e. The other hsifliasbeen ahiidaed to filiya Iha^ the 
** father of Bqai Ooviap by the Court of Siidder Dewauuy Adawlut 
** now forms the subject of an appeal to the Privy Cviiopil, preferred ,by 
*' the late Raja and euried on after his death by ku sou. To them tlie 
S' Mawival of we Sbarhurakur would be a measure of great hardsIthK a| 
** k^e apeceeded to the estate by virtue of inlieritapce wd are natU' 
" rafy anxious tojpreserve their hereditary property; whereas Bbya ylub 
'* Me fidherorfiejai Qovind Sing, was the first of his family who ever bad 
** any thing, to say to it, and the son, I fear, would Imve no ohjeetian to 
" cuiwe»t,ws share of we property into cash: aRmrinf such to be the 
" case, QlWd would never pay his potion <d the revenue, but 

•• compel tne other Mrty either to ppy tpe wlpile or force 00 a ^ale of tfie 
" eutke property. I am ce^inly justified in saying that Byai (jlpvind 
Sing can nave no good obieot ip view in wiMing to remove the Suriurie 
Aor, tffopd maatweiueat be bis object, tliat has been already fuHy 
" attained, as for the last 3 years the estate has yielded a much \iaK*r 
" firofit thanitevor theceis 'acaireeiy a begah* 

»f enhivajde, put pf ciiltij»dou>' r- 
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request you will immediately restore Mr. Imkch to his. si-' 
tuationj— 


Commissioner’s Omce iSftlt Diviuon, C, W. STEE-Mf^. 

MoMliyr* the 15th Feb. 1834. _ ^ Offict, Comr. ^ ifl^, 

F. S. A copy of my per^ian proceeding of thk da|0: > 
is here with sent for your information and guidance. * 


(True Copy.) ( Signed ) C. W. STME% 


O^ciatine Commissioner ot Reeeme* 
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APP^ohL C 

Extract from Bejai Govind Sing’s Petition, dated 19tk 
Xatik, 1237 Moolkeet corresponding with the 3rd .November 

im. 

** Par. Srd. In the time of Buzlul Hossain, Surburakar, 
Mr. Charles and Mr. George Palmer took a sudder ^rm of 
** fReAa/f,ilavellee|^Poornee)i, Sooltanpore, Fatly pore, Siimeea, 
f* Sfeepore and others, and fell considerably in arrears. They 
sent a statement to Baboo Byjnath Sing, the former Surbur^ 
'** akur, praying for a remission on account of certain items of 
** expenditure, which, agreeably to the engagements, ought not 
to nave ^en remitted. A copy of this was sent by the 
Surburakar to me, and as I was dissatisfied from the first 
that the farm had been given to those Gentlemen; and as I 
had farther presented a petition to the Sudder against them 
** on account of losses suffered, which was still under invest!- 
** gatton, 1 did not make any reply to the Surburakar. Wilh- 
** out the knowledge of my omlah has given back the state- 
" inent formerly filed, and has taken another including items 
** on account ofk another farm; and wishes to make the remis- 
. sions requested. Now these farms are for five years, and if 
** the remissions be allowed, the estate vfHll sutler to the 
** amount of upwards of 40,000 rs. Other parties will also 
** make applications of the same nature, and then a loss of lacs 
« of rupeM'will accrue'. ” 

APPENDIX. D 

Extract of Mr. Officiating Collector Hawkins' tetter 
r tis the Commissioner, dated the 1th Dec. 18S9. 

It would perhaps be premature in me to offer an opinion 
** upon the case ; but as far as I am enabled to judge from Mr. 
** Imlach’s character, and his mode of conducting business ; 
** as well as from my own knowledge (obtained from the 
** records of the office) of some of the allegations contained in 
the Petitions, 1 am led to believe that the charges are with- 
** out foundation." 

Extracts of Mr. Collector Lowis' letter to the Commis- 
missioner, ^ted IBth June, 1830. 

<< In compliance witli your instructions, 1 called upon Bejai 
■ Oovind Sing to substantiate tlie accusation, of fraud and 
ooUusion, made in his petition; his answer I transmit here- 
with, and you will no doubt be surprised when yon learn, 
(hat he deniea having made any such imputattons agunst 
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the Surhurahar. A refei&nce to hia petition will suffice to 
<< convict him on this occasion of a most impudent falsehood, 
<< as the words and are both applied 

<< in more than one place to that officer, nor does any rarther 
remark on that head appear to me necessary, as it remaina 
with you to determine in what manner notice should ba 
taken of so umust and unprovoked an attacks V 

“ It appears to me, that Mr. lmiach*s charactefi 
instead of being injured, has been made to stand evenhigh^ 
er than it did before by this investigation, — as it is quite 
evident, that the enmity of both parties is excited only be- 
** cause he will not lend himself to the pitiful intrigues which 
** each has been in the habit of carrying on for its own indivU 
** dual advantage. ” 

Extract of Mr* Commissioner Lee Warnet^s letter to 
Jlir. Collector Lowis^ address^ dated 28M June^ 1830. 

The result of the enquiries, made by you, is highly satis^ 
factory as regards the character and conduct of Mr. liiiluch| 
who iiiveverjr circumstance has evinced a zealous and up* 
right deter nfinatiori to discharge the duties entrusted to hiiii| 
and he is entitled to every protection and encouragemeni 
‘‘ consistent with the reculattons which you in your official 
situation can shew him; the intrigue and* combination 
which is apparent in the manner in which the Petitioner! 
have brought forward charges impeaching the character 
« of.the Manag^erof ’ihe estate, the attempts, futile as tliev 
are, to injure and defame Mr, Imlach, deserve the severesi 
censure, and when the total want of all proof to establish 
any one charge is considered, I have no hesitation in re* 

^ cording my opinion that the accusations are totally unprov* 

‘ ed, and destitute of truth ; I am not aware of any Regula« 
lion which authorizes me to direct you to fine them fbi 
‘ their unjustifiable proceedings, unless the generalissue oi 
the investigation might render the Petitioners liable to thi 
^ penalty directed to be imposed for disrespect to the Reve* 
<c i>*^ Authorities, As it is, you will be pleased to call Raji 
Lejai ^ovind Sing, and Noonoo Missur, being the repre 
(t /fflwec Seedhawutty before you, and have thi 

Petitions read to them, and having dwelt upon the unwar 
rentable fact of their preferring charges of such a criminat 
ing nature, vrithout the shadow of proof to establish them 
you will distinctly inform them that the cWges are coiv 
u totally unfounded, and that Mr. Imlacl 

^ has the option of suing for damages in the Civil Court fo 



de&.itiatloh 0 ^ cliawicter, nnct sttcti 6ther jffifitte'tft is ne fiSay 
tbtik proper to bring forward against uiefti. It is d^piy 
i to bi rear&ted, that native Gentlemen, proprietors of ^ 

« tal«B, and poBscssing personal property to a considerable 
* extent, should not be more guarded in their conduct, and 
« suffer themselves to he led away by the sinister intentions 
« of those who seek only their own private advantage, without 
«*. reflecting on the consequence which 

«lfeat and the stigma and odnfm which remain attach^ to 
« the name of the uiijust Accuser. You will inform them, 

** that the Revenue Authorities are ready at all time to attend 
^ to any complaints which iriay be brought to their notice j 
** but it beho^ the petitioners to remember that accusations 
without proof will met certainly lead to the punishment of 
.“the party so offending; and a repetition ot such an unlaw- 
“fulidtempt to injure the character of Mr. Imlach, or my 
ttinXiduaLwithflie intention of causing that person (whe 
« ever it may be) to be removed from the Coinmissiongrant- 
«ed to Wm as Manager of an estate (or as it may be) will 
^snbiect the Petitioners to a nyire marked degieeofcenrore 
* « than is passed on this occasion, as 1 sliall cohsidejp it my di^ 
«* tv to re^rt the circumsUnces for the considerationand w- 
♦tders of the Governor General in Council, that some public 
mark of Government’s disapprobation may be shewn, to en- 
*< deavpur to put a stop to conduct bo degrading to the charao- 
' ** ter of a native gentleman.” 
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SbUment of the productivenets of the E^tjdtii, 


Period 


maaBWi 

Manager 

tt 

Reinaiii^a 

MiKtlkee 

1325 

1326 
1-227 
1328 

vm 

Rupees 

478,753 

491,715 

48l,5(i0 

4%,917 

.501.461 

Rupees 

39,133 

31,946 

30.017 

37.398 

27«-?7 

a 

Aga Abmudalee 


1230 

1231 

1332 

1333 

614.753 
573 258 
553,013 
617,782 

3,180 

7,906 

10,241 

23,099 

Court of NVarda 

Aneaid ui (Oruker yOsia' 
to the araoum ^ 

<f“Peee umusipal, spM| 
rs. 324167 uiter^ weas 
realized besides the aa« 
iiiial eollectiuui. 

1334 

mo 

1-236 

544,074 

557 

635 475 

30,499 

31,851 

».43l 



1237 

1^ 

'133S 

584.327 

580,44j 

679,53fi 

’ 30,507 

! 30,043 

i au,67£ 

A. Imlacb 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 

Arreais to tlie amounwl 
28^900 rmiees were rsos* 
liKed ill 1237 beeidte tb# 
annual oullecitouar 


APPENPIX. P 

By way of^hibiting the ingenuity of tyranny in some of 
the pranks which it plays otl'in thisdistiict, after the good old 
times of the Mogul Government, it may nut be amiss to state 
the following : — With the senior farmers of the distiict, as welj 
as their junior dependants, beating and confinement are 
matters of course,— di^ssing out defaulteis with a stiingof 
shoes and shells round the neck, and causing them to stand 
with their legs stretched asunder. — causing people, who 
may unfortunately, happen to possess a liilie substance 
hitherto free fiusn tlicir clutches, under some such plea, as the 
accidental trespassing of cattle in some fallow lands, to sign a 
quboolStut for those lands for u certain number of years, — by 
means of a log of wood placed on their shoulders, themselvee 
made to stand with their legs stietcheu asunder, and peadat^ 
pressing down the ends of the log according to occasion-i* 
placing a large body of peadai round the residence of default 
ters, thereby closing up all ess of the female members of 
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.tlieir futnilieg.— Breaking into tkeir premises without much 
ceremony, and seizing them within tlteir houses.— Securing an 
vnfoitunate de(hulter with one end d a rope, the other end being 
tied to one of the hind legs of an elephant,— suspending a 
man in a Well, till he agiees to execute u qubooleeut. 

As to th« hatter of i«drei% the Records of the Foujdaree 
Court liberally testify to (he speed with which eTen*handed 
justice has been measured out to the oppressed.— 

#• 

APPENDIX O 

Whilst all the pub% aenrants o^ GoTernment, ^ from the 
Judge and the Collector, down to the lowest grade that can 
be conndered ot’niii/ consequence, in common with people of 
all ranks unconnected with ufllice, ( exchpt, perhaps, the inter* 
est they might have to be friend, or secure in any department,) 
were dancing''ottendance at the house of Mr. George Palmer, 
such has been ihe dread of the ascendancy of the Mootahidsy 
as well as the open determined 'efforts of the Authorities in 
their favor, that Me verv/erm^nfiifive officers who did beforo 
occasionally visit the Manager, discontinued going to his 
house. A respectable nativiministerial officer, having occa* 
sion to call upon the Manager oh his own private buginefs, 
felt it necessary to metamorphose himself, ere he ventured ^ 
to bend his course towards tite Manager's house. — ^A number 
of respectabTe Residents of the district, for fear of incurring 
dispjeosure,— perAopr risk — would not venture to visit him:— 
More in due time before a coiqpetent Court. 


FINIS 



To €. W, STjptS) Efia. 

OJieiat^jf Cotmisshntr af Rewnue^ 

Monghw, 

S««» V * 

With rd’erence to yo«|r predecessor's letter^ dated dio 
fi2d Ociuber, aitd the letter ^in the Sadder Boerd 
fterentie sdticli accompanied it undlr date the d4th Sepieni* 
her, 1883) t beg to submit for your'Bnal orders tinder (h« 
provisions of Section II (, ReeuTation V. 1827, the proQrod* 
iiigs held by me in .the case of aft'. Alexander Iinlacli,'‘5^4(rp. 
hnrnkar of Pergiinnsh Havellee Purnea, &c. 

Sd.—Tbe following is a tnief spinmary of the charges pre* 
ferred against nhe Surbjurak^ by«lB<jiMdBobind Singh, the 
pioprietor of an 8<anna share of the Havens estate. 

First. — Thatjin the month of Chyte, 12^ Mooikee^M/mfs* 
r. and G. Palmer, exteniuae farmers on the estate, petUfoned 
the Surburakar for a remission of rent, which was abaolntely 
necessaiy to save the pi'operty from eventual ruini'*' and to 
which he (the complainant) gave hiseensent. Notwithstanding 
which, Mr. Imlach would not ^adt thtL required remiMiony 
thereby occasioning serious hijugr to ine estate. That the 
complainant heard tmni Jldr. Geo. Palmer, that at the lime he 
obtained his leaise of the farms, the iSurburaknr demanded 
a bri^p o46,000 rupees annually on <^ndition of his giving the 
firms dt a less yirniina thiui the Messis. Palmer Jbetbre paid, 
and a furrier bribe of 1,200 annually for accepting tlie securii* 
ty tendered by the (ariners. 

Second.-*-That the Pergimnah of Rboknnpore, which 
pays a yearly revenue toGvvemaient of upwardvoflS^OGO Rs, 
and themorasEil/bn^n efwhidh is nearly 20,000 He. was let 
m farm by i/tr, linUcb in bmamcB to Ktyindemarain Roy, 
(one of the sons <d the late Hreenamin Rqf, to whom twi 8* 
anna diare of the estate belonged) fiur ont v 10,225 rupees, 
tlierebv occasioning serious loss ^ the complainant ; ana ftir* 
t^, tiiat wbedihe Pergunnali waedboutto be farmed out, ha 
(firjue'Govin^ Singh) sent people to Mr. Imlach, odhring to 
take the farm at a hi^er jumma than what the other party 
would give, and to deptfeit mtmey.as seeurity, f hich Mv* Im* 
Iscli, owing to his Inendship and partiality lor Noonpo Mjaem 
(the guardian'' of Sreenarajh Hoy's sons) refused. 

1 bird* — Qudtiiiiies of ** maui** or revenue lands^ 
to the estate, Imve been finuidulently converted into mmnk"^ 



or rent*free) and the told thecomjdainant, that il 

be would pay Mm aometbing tor bia trouble he would tube 
measurea to recover these lands. He offered to pay 5 per cent, 
on the jumma so recovered, but Mr. Imlacb was not aatisfied 
with this, and demanded 13| per cent, on ihe jumma. 

Fourth.*— Before the Messrs. Faliner obtained their present 
leSse of the farms, Mr. Imlacb went to Soorjapoore and asked 
Slntik Pnnnaoollah, MJewan of Rnnnee Zuhooroon Nissa, 
to share the tsara of Pergunnab Sooltanpere aad Meiuinl 
Kbangee with him. * ^ « 

' Fifth.— When the estate was under the management of the 
Court of Ward:*, Mr. Imlach held zitlah Guraree in farm on 
the security of Mr. Chas. Reed, and on tlie expiration of the 
term of the* lease fl^landb was due by him of upwards of 7,000 
rupees. On Mr. ralach’s being appointed Surburakar lie 
instituted a suit against Mr. Reed for the recovery of this a< 
mount, omitting mention of his own share in the transaction. 

Sixth.— In a dispute for the property of the laieJyekanth 
Roy, Mr. Imlach, who was Mokhtar on the part of the lieirs, 
tooK an agreement from them to pay him an tt>anna share of 
ilic pro|)or(y, and obtained a summary order from the court in 
their favor for possession- of the property, Noonoo Misser 
becoming security. — ^'i'he great friendship existing between 
the Surburakar and Nooiioo Misser is owing to the above 
cause. ^ 

Seventh. — That Mr. Imlach was in the habit of summoning 
all the puiujfireeg on the estate two or three times a year fur 
the purpose of giving in the JJustabood papers. On such 
occasions the putwatfes were placed under restraint, and 
Kuaxurg wefe taken both for the ’'Surbarahar and a person 
named Syfe Ally, one of the Surburakar'’$ Umiak, 

3d.— In reply to the fiiregoing charges, Mr. Imlach has 
given in a votuminons defence, denying the charge of bribery 
and strclf of the others ns attach any muconduct to him in his 
capacity of Surburakar. He states that the comidainant has 
been instigated tu prefisr .these accusations bjr Mr. George 
Palmer^ and that a cabal had been funned against him for the 

n ose of getting him dismissed from bis snirattort, to which 
ite Jttdge and Acting Cullectdr were privy. He of- 
ferret! to namb witnesses in support of tiie cuunter*charge of 
conspiracy, but as 1 conceived that the Story was in itself pre- 
posteromi, and that even if there was any truth in it, the in* 
vestigation of it did not rest with the Collector, I did nut deem 
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it n«ce8hary to examine any wityeines OO' the -btit 

cunHned my enquiries to the facts stMed by, the com^inanft 
telling Mr. Imlach that he wani at liberty tu bring tornaya' 
any evidence he might have, to refute the actual cliatgM 
'brought against him, that Lhad nothing to do with the conspir 
racy (if such existed;), and moieovec, that before a charge of 
conspiracy could be admitted, it woyld be necessary (or hiia 
to prove that the accusations brought against him by the com* 
plainant were unfounded. • 

4th. The proof of the let charge Vests ' solely on the evi- 
dence of Mr. George Palmer, who deposed, that before the 
hundobust Cot 1240 MoolkeCy Mr. Imlach shewed hiin the 
jummao£ the several Pergunnahs, and told him that if lie 
would agree to pay him 6,000 nipees annum f(>r five 
years,' he would grant him a new lease of the farms at 6,000 
ru}ieeB less than their former jtmmn.’ To this Mr. Palmer 
objected, and ashed for a still further reduction in the 
Mr. Imlach then agreed to remit 10,000 Us. on a consideration 
of the bribe before mentioned, and undertook to procure a per* 
son to become maitamin or security for Mr. Pnlmor. After 
some time had elapsed, and Mr. Palmer found that Mr. Imlach 
was throwing obstacles in the way of obtaining the security, he 
offered Mr. Imlach a further sum of 1,^0 Its. annually if he 
would accept the security tenderetl, to which the Snrburaktir 
agreed. That one day, while Mr. Palmer was visiting at Mr. 
Imluch’s house, the latter called him aside into a private room, 
and told him that it would be advisable fur him to give n 
written agreement for the payment of the sum stipulated, 
according to a form written in pencil, which Mr. Imlach 
shewed him. (Mr. Palmer produced this, and it has been filed 
with the proceedings.) Mr. Palmer further 4fiposcd, that when 
Mr. Imlach heard of the loto which theyovere likely to sus- 
tain by the farmX, which pi^liided the possibility of his re* 
ceiving the sum stipulated, he took every means in his power 
to injure them, and refused to grant tbe*required remission. 

5th. Mr. Imlach has brougbliiorward no evidence to re- 
fute this charg^ he simply denies it, and asserts that Mr. 
Palmer bmng himself- the reel prosecutor, his evidence as a 
witness is inadmissible. He does. not deny that the paper pro- 
duced is in his hand-writing, but says that be was in the haldt 
nf lending money to Mr. Palmer, and that it may possibly have 
reference to some transaction of the kind. 
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6ili. If Mr. PlAmer'a tfstknony can be relied npon, (and 
I can discover nb reason io doubt tbe truth ofil,) the charge 
of corruption must be crnisidered as a- true one. M r. Palmer* 
has certainly been to blame for becoming a party to a corrupt^ 
tranmction, btit this odght not to invalidate nis testimony, ’ 
and it rests with yon to determine whether die evidence of a 
tingle witness can in sudi a case be deemed /egai proof. 

' 7<h. The Surhurakar^s refusal to grant die reinisnon 
claimed by the Messrs. Palmer, cannot be considered as an 
act of misconduct $ and it appears from the 7th paragraph of 
the Sttdder Board of Revenue's letter to your predecessor, dat« 
ed S4th September, 1833,- that he had no authority to do so— 
that part of the 1st charge must therefore fall to the ground. 

8th. The facn statea in tlie 9nd charge have been pror- 
cd, although Mr. Imlacli denies that Bejue Govind aingli 
made a higher odor fur the farm of Pergunnab Uookunpore 
than the oilier pdrty, or that he sent money to be deposited as 
security ; but there is no doubt that the Pergiinnah was farmed 
benamee to Rajindemarain Roy at less than the Government f 
Jumma and considerably less than its actual value f ; and this 
circumstance alone shews that the Surltitrnkar was to blame. 

9th. Mr. Imlach does not deny the facts stiued in the 3d 
charge, with regard to his having demanded something fur his 
trouble in recovering the maul lands belonging to the estate ; 
be maintains that no Regulation prohibitsd his demanding a 
remiiiieration fur prosecuting such suits, and I am not aware 
that there is any prohibition against a Surburakar being em> 
ployed as an agent fur prosecuting and defending suits. 

• 10th. The only evidence in support of the 4th charge is 
^at of Shailc Pannaoolluh, who stales that Mr. Imlach asked 
him to take the fafm of Pergunnab Sooltanpore and Mehal 
Kliangce, and said that he would manage the matter, from 
which he (PunnaouUah) inferred that Mr. Imlach meant to go 
shares with him. 

lllb. With regard to the 5tli charge it appears from the 
records of the Civil Court thht Mr. Imlacli did institute a suit 
ns Surburakar against Mr. Reed, fur the arrears of rent 
due on account of the farm of nilah Gnraree ; stating in his 
petition of plaint, that, ahliough Mr. Reed made use of his 

. * fBubseqaeatl]! Mr. Coilerior Guoldsbury uplielcl Mr. Georgs 
Psliaer m a |wrsM of ** tipr^hi ft/duet," 

+ 16, Ml Rs. G<»vt Reveoor. 

1 Vpwartis of Moufuuil jamoia. 
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name, he never had possesRion c^ tlie farm, and that Mr. Reed 
Mras the re8|>onsible |ierson. Mr. liced on the other hand, elat- 
ed that he merely became secitrity fur Mr. linlach and thus 
the matter rests, the case being Btill undecided. 

ISth. The 6th charge is unconnected with the present 
case, and appears to have been brought forward merely to 
account for the friendsliip between Mr. Imlach and Nuonoo 
Misser. 1 shall therefore pass it over without further notice. 

ISih. Some of the putwarees weie examined i|j||^ support 
of the 7tli charge, and deposed to . nuzzurs having been 
taken, but as the charge is a vague one, and the complain- 
ant has nothing to do with it, I have not deemed it necessary., 
to institute any particular enquiry on the subject, the puU 
wqree being at lilteriy to come turward and complain against 
the Sitrburakar if he has been guilty ot any oppression to- 
wards them. 

14th. On referring to the records of this office, | 0nd that 
this is not the first time that Bejue Govind Singh has com- 
plained of Mr. Imlach'a conduct. On the 7th December, 18S9, 
Mr. Hawkins reported to the Commissioner regarding petitions 
presented by Bejue Govind Singh and ifonee Seediiawuttee, 
(the mother of the minor sons oi Sreenaruin Royjbolh praying 
for Mr. Imlach 's removal. > Mr. Hawkins in his letter of the 
above dale states, tliat he considered the charges unfounded, 
but it does not appear tliat he instituted any particular en- 
quries on the subject, founding his opinion merely oi} the replies 
furnished by Mr. Imlach. 1 beg to refer you to Mr. Hawkins’ 
report on tlie subject. You will observe (hut die trtuisactioii 
regarding zillah Goruree, which forms the subject of the 4th 
charge in this case, was then lueiiiiuned, and that Mr. Hawk- 
ins conceived Mr. Imlach ’s account of it to be the true one. 

I5ih. The power tu>aumed by Mr. lmla<-'h of farming out 
die estate, appears from* the 7th paragraph of the Sudder 
Board of Revenue’s letter to your pretlecessor, dated the 24th 
September, 1833, to have been quite illegal, and has, it would 
appear, led to abuses. Mr. Imlach however states, that this 
power was exercised by all his predecei^rs, and that none of 
the Collectors objected to it. It would besides have been al- 
most impossible fur a single individual* to exercise the inuuage- 

* Yel Mr. Col>eaior Gouldsbury iaTiis ieiier~ o the (.'oiiiiniMioner 
dsied 26ih March; 1834, diil not hnitaie to recommend ilfr. George 
Pidmer or Mr. Lk»rU$ Palmer, as Mr. Imlacli’o oDccetsor, « Wtib 
the Btmest reliance ou tbeir iiite(riiy and coa pcieney for the tatk." 
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meiit of DtTdi an extMMive e|tate if the whole of the pro- 
perty was held under kkati management. 

I^ih. In^eonclasion I must^in justice to Mr. Imlach state, 
that the witnesses, examined in his defence, have borne tes- 
timony- to the good character which he has hitherto held. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

Pnrneah, Collector’s '% 

Office, the 1st Feb. > (Signed) F. GOULDSBURY, 
1854. ♦ 5 Collector, 

Note. — I have not adverted in the above report to several 
circumstances alluded to in Bejiie Govind Singh’s petition, of 
which no proof has been brought forward ; 1 beg therefore 
to refer you to my Persian proceeding for the particulars. 

(Signed) F. GOULDSBUIIY, 

Collector. 

(True Cppy) C. W. STEER, 

OJfg. Cornmr. oj Rev. 

To THE MeMBEBS of THE SUODEE BoABD OF REVENUE. 

Fort William. 

The humble Petition oJ Alexander Imlach^ Manager of 
Mahallatj Purgunahs^ Havellee Poornea, Sfc. 

SllEWETH, 

That, on the 15th February, 1834, Bejue Govind Singh’s 
complaint against your Petitioner being dismissed by the 
Commissioner oFRevenueofthe 13th Division, your Petition- 
er was ottered to be restored to his situation, and timt Bejne 
Govind Singli, at the instigation of Mr. George Palmer, hav- 
ing t'ranamitted his Petition of Appeal from the Comissioner’s 
decidon to your Board, your Petitioner feels himself called 
upon to lay the extreme hardship lof his ease before your 
Board, in the hope of obtaining that full -measure of justice 
which has been hitherto denied him : 

3. That,-6ttfrerit|g from the marked partiality of Mr. 
Collector -Gouldsbury, President of the Court of Enquiry, and 
accidentally informed of the suppression of much important 
matter on the side of your Petitioner, he -lost no time in ap- 
plying by petition, behire the papers of tlic case were forward- 
ed to Mongyhr, for a copy of the said Roobukaree and bis 
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English Report of the case to thp Commissioner'i Court ; but 
his application in this instance, as in others before this, was 
not allowed by the Collector: — that, consequently, your Peti- 
tioner was necessitated to transmit a petition to the Commis- 
soner’s Court, praying for a copy of the same, and soliciting 
the said court to suspend its judgment, till your Petitioner 
was furnished with the means of submitting to its considera- 
tion the extent of official misrepresentation which had been 
employed in sending up tlie case for disposal to the Commis- 
sionur’s Court ; but, unfortunately for your Petitioner, before 
lie hud it in his power to lay his grievances befoi*e the said 
court, the case was decided by tlie Commissioner: 

3. That, tinder these circumstances, the plaintiff having 
transmitted his appeal to your Board, your Petitioner feels 
it necesssry in the Hrst place, to bring to the notice of your 
Board a remarkable feature in the proceedings of the Court of 
Enquiry ; and in the next place, to submit to the judgment of 
your Board the mis-sialetnent as well as omission^ or rather 
suppression of very important matter ^ with reference to 
your Petitioner's side of the cose i 

4. That, in the first instance, your Petitioner begs leave to 
call the attention of your Board to the pluintilTs original 
durhhastoi the 14th August, and to the 30th paragraph of Mr. 
Officiating Collector Head’s Report with regard to the 
said durkhasl, dated lOih August, 1833, wherein, with re- 
ference to the charge of bribery it is distinctly stated, that 
your Petitioner demanded a bribe jor granting the remis^ 
sion solicited by the Mootahids^ and has not granted it in 
consequence of not having received a bribe for so doing: 
that, here your Petitioner begs permission to remind your 
Board, that the report which bears this clear statement of 
the plaintiff’s charge, is iIm production oilmen devoted to the 
interest of the Mootahids^ and, by means of official as welt at 
daily private communicalions intimately acquainted with the 
matter thus distinctly represented by tiiem. And here your 
Petitioner submits, whether this was not the very matter ^hus 
derived from the plaintiff's durkhast^ an^ confidential pri- 
vate conferences with Mr. George .Palmer, dfc, laid by Mr. 
Officiating Collector Read bef<tre superior authority, and, 
uumately, by order of your Board, referred by the Com- 
missioner to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury for investigation t 

5. That, your Petitioner would in tliis place pray for a 
reference to the roobuk tree of the Co.i.missioner s Court, 
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dated 15tl) FebrCfai^, 1834, ^wherein this idefitical'miiiter of 
complaini againat yoitr Petitioner uduliitctlj notic^ as de. 
rived from ine plaintift's durkhasi: 

6. Ttiat, your Petitioner would now beseech your Board 
to take the plaintiff’s deposition on oath into your serious con- 
sideration, and to decide whelher it accord* with the ex. 
plicit written charge^ which was originally brought bsf 
him against tf our Petitioner ^ and ordered by your Board 
to be made the subject of investigation ; and whether the 
evidence of Mr, George Palmer^ such as it is, goes to the 
support of that original charge f 

7. That, your Petitioner humbly submits, that the original 
charge, by nieuns of a peculiar turn artfiillv given, on the 
face of the plaintift*' s studied deposition (which, after due re- 
hearsal, he delivered from a inemorunduin prepared for' his 
guidance, without venturing into detail) stands confessedly al- 
tered i That, your Petitioner further submits, whether with a 
sworn deposition, thus remarkably differing from the plaintiff’s 
deliberately prepared written charge, and with evidence 
which bears not upon the original iimiter of complaint order* 
ed for investigation, lying before him, it became not the duty 
of the President of the Court of Enquiry, as well on the 
ground of a palpable discrepancy, os on that of want of power 
to take cognizance of any fresh or new modelled complaint 
of the Surburakar's official conduct, to suspend further pro- 
ceedings, to report on such discrepancy, and to forward the 
plaintin's deposition and Mr. Palmer’s evidence to the Com- 
missioner for disposal ? 

8. Tliai, as it now rests with your Board to examine and 
decide wlietlter your Petitioner has not been much aggrieved 
by the mode of investigation adopt'd by Mr. Collector 
Uouldsbiiry, and a regular 'series qf injuries inflicted on your 
Petitioner at the close of the enquiry, your Petitioner solicits 
the attention of the Board to the exclusive 8)>irit which, almost 
without exceution, breathes through Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury’s final Persian Jtoobakaree of the Ist February, with 
respect to every item at all beneficial' to your Petitioner's 
side of the case ; whilst the subservient eflbrts of iheColUctor’s 
ministerial officers, whose pliancy of piinciples nwisf have 
necessarily been secured in its com()osition, shine through it in 
glowing colours fur the benefit of the pliiinuff and Mr. Palmer; 
even in some instances, from the very remarkable degree of 
their devotion to that party, doing more harm than good to 
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the interest which they heve so ualpably ,uii^er,ti^ei| to 
hold : ^4 your PelitioMr be^ l^ve to draw the very par-tiuti« 
lar sitehtion of yoiir Board to the public tetter of Mr. dollec- 
tor Gouldsbury hiinself ^onveyingto the Commissioner the re. 
suit of hts inquiry, and. humbly to submit, pshether it be npf 
tarnished with partialitj/ to the cause of Mr. Geqr^d^ 
PulmeTf in the wording of his repregeutation to 
Palm'rs greatest possible advanlagCy and in the inirq» 
ducing into it of statements, which are far from being sup'r 
ported bv the records of the case ? 

9. That, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury, in drawing up 
what he calls his brief summary of the charges preferred 
against pour Petitioner, has not only travelled out of the, 
record, but given insertion to circumstances which are nei- 
ther borne out bp the plaintiff's original charges, as ex- 
plicitly laid down in his Durhhast^ nor bp his deposiliori 
upon oath before Mr. Collector Gouldsbufp himself f 

10. That, in the summary statement of the plainiifl's ‘charge 
of corruption against your Petitioner, in setting forth, not 
without some little differm^'e from the letter of the plaintiff s 
deposition, that the complainant heard from Mr. George 

Palmer, that at the time he obtained his lease of ttie farms, 
‘*the Surburakar demanded a bribe of 6, 000 rupees annually 
“ on condition of his getting the farms at a less jutnjna than 
*^tne Messrs. Palmer before paid, and a further bribe of 1,300 
“ annually for accepting the security tetidered by the farmers.** 
Mr. Collrctor Gouldsbury has studiously kept out ofview 
the plaintiffs original tiurkkast, which, though it forms 
ths basis of the order for inves tigation, bears no mention of 
the bribe here specificallp alleged for pour Petitiqner‘'s re- 
duction of rent tn the present lease of the farms, and conveys 
not the most distant allusion to, that here stated to have 
been demanded by your Petitioner for ac'cepling the securi- 
ty brought '^forward by the farmers : It moreover, is 
worthy of observation, tha't eveh'in his deposition upon 
oath, stamped as it is with unquestionable internal evidence 
of being recently selfted by cojhpact between himself, his 
witness. Mr. George Pmmer, dnd some others concerned 
in talm^ down, the Plaintijf, till a leading question is 
put ioiWnby the Serishfaddr, makes no mention of any 
precise q^stnt whatever with respect either to the reiue^ 
tion of rent, ot; ihe acceptance of seCtirily, but refers to hie 
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tole witnen, the $aii George Painter , for the developement 
oj the precise statute of his complaint against your Pelt- 
tioner ; 

1 1. That, your Petitioner would now call the attention of 
your Board to Mr. Collector Gouliisbiiry’a edition of Mr. 
George Palmer’e evidence, in support of the foregoing repre* 
sentation of thepiainti flTs accusation : that, in the4tb paragraph 
of his letter with reference to this witness's statement of your 
Petitioner's demanding 6,000 rujieea per annum for 5 years, 
and oflering to grant a new lease of the farms at 6,000 rupees 
less than the former jumma, Mr. Collector Gunldsbury sets 
forth, <*To this Mr. Palmer objected, and asked for a still ftir- 
ther reduction in the jumma. Mr. Imlucli then agreed to remit 
10,000 rupees on consideration of the bribe before mentioned 
and undertook to procure a person to become malxamin or 
security for Mr. Palmer.” That, here your Petitioner sub* 
nits, whether Mr, Collector GoiiKIsbury, in his readiness to 
aid the cause of a friend, has not travelled out of the record, 
and put an unjustihuble construction upon tlie evidence of 
Mr. George Palmer, whose deposition runs as follows : 
** That he had engaged Bishoon Muee Chuodhraeen, to stand 
security for him ; but after his application for the farms 
had been accepted, she would not execute the security 
bund. In consequence, he communicated this to the Sur- 
huroitar, and asKe<l, what should jbe done? That the Sur- 
burahkar advised him to give anotlier security, and en- 
deavoured to procure security for him.” 

19. That Mr. Collector Gouldsbury proceeds with stating 
in the same paragraph, ‘‘That after some time had elapsed and 
ilfr. Palmer found thatMr.Imlachwas throwing obstacles 
in the way of obtaining the security, he ofiered Mr. Imlach 
A further sum of 1,900 ily^ees annually, if he would accept 
the security tendered, to which the manager agreed ; where* 
as, the said Mr. George Palmer deposed as follows : “ Previ- 
ous to settling with the Surburakar regarding the aforesaid 
individuals becoming my sureties, i considered, that the 
Surburhkar being so covetous and coffOipt a mast, if be did 
not get something over and abode the siw theusanjt rupees 
above mentioned, he might perhaps, throw obstedmin the 
way of the settlement (of the farm) ; thereforej| one day, 
when the manager came to my house I said to him, that if 
the settlement be made on other security I shall give you 
besides the ax thousand, twelve hundred rupees more per an- 
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nun for 5yem; the cheerfully agreed to 

this,. and odvieed me u> conault my elder brother'* ($$po» the 
occasion) : 

13i That, now your Petitioner humbly submits, whether 
the remainder of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s representation 
of Mr. Palmer's evidence be not of . a piece with the for^o- 
ing, and whether a misconstruction seriously injurious to 
the case of your Petitioner be not very distinctly palpable 
throughout ? And your Petitioner further btnubly submits, 
whether it be possible to account for so remarkable a iiiiscon* 
stniction of Mr. Palmer’s evidence upon tlie simnle ground 
ot Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s misunderstanding nis deposi- 
tion in its most material parts,— and for the introduction into 
it of statements unsupported by the deposition itself, upon any 
other ground, save that of his transferring to the case before 
him, as president of the Court of lllnquiry, the result of his 
private, ex>o(Bcial communications' with the said Mr.-George 
Palmer? This witness having, by a rare combination of cir- 
cumstances, enjoyed the benefit of a strong prepossession in 
bis own tavour, and excited an equally strong prejudice 
against your Petitioners — 

That, having set forth Mr. Palmer's evidence after his 
own manner, Mr. Collector Gouidsbury has stated in tlieSih 
paragraph, that Mr. Imlacli has brought forwanl no evidence to 
refute the charge — he simply denies it, and asserts, that Mr. 
Palmer being himself the real prosecutor, his evidence as a 
witness is inadmissible. That your Petitioner submits — Istly : 
whether the nature of this charge, as detailed by the said Mr. 
Palmer in his assumed garb of a witness, singularly acting for 
the plaintiff in supplying his deficiency, admitted of refuta- 
tion by ally direct, positive evidence— 2dly, dial circumstantial 
evidence of the manner in which this coin^aint has been got up 
against your petitioner, tending fo throw abundance of light 
upon the precise nature and consequent inadmissibility of Mr. 
Palmer's evidence, and upon the machinations of a powerful 
cabal which has beeq, formed in this very case against your 
Petitioner, was tendered to the Court of Enquiry witli your 
Petitioner’s answer of the 1 1th November last ; but Mr. Collec- 
tor Gdlltdsbury refused to go into it ; and your Petitioner, 
principally in consideration (d the very probable mischievous 
exertions of Mr. Pabner’s great power (gainst them, in emn- 
pitssing their bodily harm, or otherwise injuring them, felt it 
necessary to withdraw his complete list of witnesses, and to 
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Svlistittite dne tnofe consoniftit' to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury'a 
will and pleasut^, as iis clear from ybiir Peiitioner’a EngjliBh and 
Persian peiitiont of the 15th I^orember last,, apd the Col. 
lector’s Q^ii Rodbakoree, of the same date ; Srdljr— >that your 
Petitioner was dt&s, (ns yotir Petitioner's answers or the 
11th November, 18SS, and the 2(hh January last, to- 
gether with tlie two petitions and Roobakarecj above alluded 
to, suillciently prove) saddled with the extraordinary onus ol 
'proving a negative. And thtis, after rejecting yotir Petitioner’s 
evidence, which would not only have shalten, but annihilated 
the testimony of Mr. CiSeorge Palmer, Mr. Collector Goulds- 
bury has not hesitated to observe, that your Petitioner brought 
forward no evidence to refute this charge : — 

15. That, in the same paragrapli Mr. Collector Gouldsbury 
proceeds with stating that, ** lie ” (t. e. yonr Petitioner) 
dues not deny tite Paper produced is in his hand writing, 
but says, that he was in the habit of lending money to Mr. 
Palmer, and that it may possibly have reference to some trans- 
'action of the kind.” That, here your Petitioner submits, 
whether to the serious injury of excluding most important cir- 
cumstantial evidence regarding llie origin of this false accusa- 
tion against yotir Petitioner, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury ha#not 
added tlie very substantial one of suppressing, as well as 
misrepresenting the only remaining means of defence which 
had been left to your Petitioner f-r 
' 16. That, yonr Petitioner here craves perm^ion to notice 
with some little detail the suppression of the scanty means of 
defence which remained to him on this point of Bejue Go- 
vind Singh's complaint, and to submit: — 1 st, Whether Mr. Col- 
lector Gouldsbury has not suppressed your Petitioner's re- 
presentation of Mr. George Palmer’s distress in 1832, and 
bis consequent application to your Petitioner for relief? — 
whether he liae not suppressed your Petitioner’s production 
Sn proof of a letter from the said Mr. George Parmer, com- 
plaining of his banker, Salamnt Rae, and begging asiastance 
from yobr Petitioner in every possible' way ?— whether Mr. 
'6onectoir . Gouldsbury has not suppressed your Petitioner’s 
clear and distinct explanation of the nature of the paper pro- 
duced in yotir Peiiiioner’s hand writing, asrefwinglo the pe- 
cii'niary aid he bad promised to afford the said Mr.;George 
Palmer ?'~>Whe(hfV Mr. Gouldsbury. has nbt suppressed we 
stajtemeht of your Petitioner’s beitig in the habit of advanc- 
ing inonoy on bmids, '&c. as well on his own' account as 
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on. t^at of other ^ople, as thi tiud Mr. Geoi^ , .t^alinfr 
liimseTf yrould have testified) if in the cross^xamiaatum lof 
this witness, a bar had not been put against your Petitiot^y 
in violation of the rules and practice of Courts of .Justice 
all over tlie civilized world?— whether Mr. Collector Goulii^ 
bury has not suppressed your Petitioner's statement M 
the said Mr. George Palmer's being in the habit of 
rowing small sums of money from various people : a very 
material circumstance, calculated to shew, that tne external 
pomp and parade of this witness ought not to be allow^ 
to throw the shade of a doubt upon your Petitioner’s state- 
ment of his solicitation of aid, and readiness to accept the 
amount stated in the aforesaid paper ? — 2nd, Whether Mr. 
Collector CJouldsbitry has not suppressed the exposure of the 
saief Mr. George Palmer’s false statement with regard to hia 
securing at the hands ofyour Petitioner a reduction of upwards 
of ten thousand rupees, in spite of documentary proof, indi- 
cated by your Petitioner in the proceedings of Messrs. Haw- 
kins and Lowis, his predecessors in office ; the amount of re- 
mission granted by those proceedings (on the ground that in 
their judgment its payment could not be legally enforced,) 
viih Us. : 10: annually from the amount of their 

former stipulated rent, exhibiting no more than a difierence.of 
Rs. 2,889 : 5 : 14^ ! and this decrease in the amount rent of 
370,328 lis. per annuini^ is the great atlvantagc which the 
said Mr. George Palmer has realized by bis alleged agreement 
with yoiir Petitioner, to pay to your Petitioner in return the 
sum of 7,200 Rs. annually ! ! 

17. That your Petitioner would now solicit the attention 
of your Board to Mr. Collector Gouldsburv’s partial com- 
mentary upon the evidence of the said Mr. George Palmer in 
the 6th paragraph of his letter ; in which he observes, If 
Mr. Palmer’s testimony can be rglied upon (and I can disco- 
ver no reason to doubt the truth of it,) the charge of corru|:>- 
tion must be considered a true one.” As the hy|K)ihetical por- 
tion of this paragraph, however plausibly put forth, stands not 
in need of refutation, your Petitioner passes it oyer with the 
silence which is diie to it, and begs leave to submit a few ob- 
servations . u pop what Mr. Collector Gouldsbury^lias distinctly 
recorded as nis opinion in this laconic, parenthetical sentence: 
that “ he can discover no reason to doubt the trulhof tf.*’— 

18. Tliat, with the. permission of your Board, your Peti- 
tioner will now humbly point out a few reasons, vvhich, siroi^- 
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lir tehdinfr to throw discredil^npon his word, li« scattered orev 
the very face of the said Mr. Ueoi^ge Pidmer's deposition, altho* 
Mr. Collector Oouldsbury says, ** that he has not been able to 
discover any of thetn:’’ and here your Petitioner submits, whe* 
ther the said Mr. George Palmer’s statement upon oath, in the 
teeth of Mr. Collector Lewis’s Roobakarree ot the 21st July, 
1830, (to Wdiicli your Petitioner did not fail to call Mr. Col- 
lector Gouldsbury’s attention,) that the manager gave up to 
him the sum of ten thousand and odd rupees in his state- 
ment, be not alone sufficient to shake his title to veracity ?— 
lYhether the mental reservation with regard to the eventual 
payment or non-payment of his promised bribe, as avowed in 
this witness’s deposition, added to the readiness with which 
he has come forward to share the crime with which he has at- 
tempted to brand your Petitioner, be not sufficient to stamp 
his character with volatile principles, and to excite in an unpre- 
judiced mind more than mere suspicion, that this witness, ns 
fully set forth by your Petitioner in his defence, was acting 
from inimical motives ? — Whether the tale set up by this wit- 
ness of (he manager’s exhibition in a book of the Mookurruree 
jtimmaf (or rent at which the farms had been let to himself as 
well as others,) which with respect to his own farms must have 
been well known to himself, and which could throw no li^t 
whatever upon their productiveness or unproductiveness^ bear 
not a questionable shape ?— Whether this witness’s statement 
cf the manager’s not being such a green-hand as to negotiate 
the matter of a bribe in the presence of others, accord not ill 
with his alleged reiterated urgency to make tliis witness con- 
sult bis brother, not with respect to the bribe alone, but the 
execution of an agreement also, and thus to make his brother a 
witness to both circumstances ?— Whether it be consistent with 
common sense to believe, that, this witness, under bis exten- 
sive involvements, could possibly without the knowledge and 
siKictitm of his partner andselder brother, for whom he pre- 
tends to have so much respect, venture, on any account what 
every to disi>ose of so large an amount as thirty six tliousand 
rt^ees ?— Whethei the story of tiiis witness’s mind being so 
impressed with the idea of the manager’s coiriiption and 
coveioiisnees as to proffer to him an additional bribe, derives 
any sort of cotintenance or siippon f^m his declaration that 
** he /uul eoAiidcred it as certain that the instant the Sur- 
burakar should hear of Ihestate of the witness's Jarmy he 
** Would net ctUljor the btibe agreedupon Whether there 
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be nothing in the deeUration ihew eo«]ttsl«nt ehnftictk 
ing iatpressions to exciteetiepicimf regarding itstriuh?.iwWhe- 
ther, wlien compared with the evidence of Shuk Panaoolai^ 
viewed with reference to Mina Ghoiam fJydiirV aekntfw- 
ledgment on eross-examinationt regarding the plailitiff^i 
petition of the I4th August, a palpable inimical feeling to net 
so strongly depicted upon the face of the said Mr. Gtotgn 
Palmer’s deposition, as to establish your Petitioner’s stote^. 
ments in defence, and to divest this witness of any title to era*’ 
dibility ? — 

19. That, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury thus further states his 
opinion of the said Mr. George Palmer’s evidence, that, 

Mr. Palmer has certainly been to blame fur becoming a par* 

ty to a corrupt transaction, but this ought not to mrali* 
“ date histesliniony.'’ That, your Petitioner submits, whether 
the said Mr. Geo. Palmer has not in his deposition sealed his 
own infamy f and whether his being interested in the event of 
the cause be not distinctly observable in every stage 'of your 
Petitioner’s case ? In proof of the facts of these points, he has 
declai-ed himself (o bo a party to a corrupt transaction in the 
offering of a Bribe, and sworn falsely to establish his bavin v 
done so ; he has moreover declared on oath, that he offered this 
bribe under a mental reservation of giving it or not giving it 
accoiding to circumstances, thus distinctly avowing tmport/iois 
to be one of his principles of thinking and acting. To prove 
the latter point, which conderned your Petitioner’sremoval and 
ruin, your Petitioner was prepared with a host of evidence ; 
but it pleased Mr. Collector Gouldsbury to pronounce it 
irrelevant ; and, on the alleged ground of irrelevancy, he pe* 
remptorily refused to go into it; yet your Petitioner submits, that 
there is strong internal evidence in the cast of the plaint itself, 
in the plaintiffs declaration on oath, in Mr. George Palmer’s 
deposition, and in the remarkable spirit whic'hbreathes thro’Mr, 
Oificiating Collector Read’s laboured production of the 16ih 
August, 1^33, to the Commissioner’s Address, as distinctly laid 
open in your Petitioner's petition of the 20th October, here* 
with resubmitted to your Board, besides the circumstantial 
evidence wliich may be gaihered from some other Papers of 
the case, to shew, that this witness was deeply interested in 
the event of the trial : for instance, the partial acknowledg- 
ment of the plaintiffs witness and legal adviser—Mirsn Golam 
H^dur, regarding the writing of the petition of plaint in the 
*aid^ Mr. George Palmer’s private dwelling house :*>tto ap* 
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piiiatiMBt of tfae «aid M4-. George Palmer;e.4»nfide%lj^l, xuij^. 
jointly, iaierested fri«»d>-Riiyah IKcjieanuiM} Hiiigh’s v^ooktar. 
£$auwal Kiahor, in combination wUb Miraa Uskaree mtkeely 
to the specini mnaagetnent of tbU case in the district : — and 
the subsequent appointment of jMr.. Falmor’s favourite.meoA^ 
tor BasheenOfth. in conjunction with Gungupurtai to the 
manageinentof .the case in tbeCoinmiMioner’s Court :.>-besides, 
otlier ipatien of minor note, with which your Petitioner for- 
bears troubling your Board. That your Petitioner humbly 
submits whether under the foregoing circumstance!:, the afore- 
said two points of a witness’s duqualificatiort, be not suffici- 
ently established to render the said Mr. George Palmer's tes- 
timony not only extremely questionable^ but totally inadmissi^ 
bleP 

20. That, with respect to the Sd charge Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury, in the 8ili paragranh of his letter to the Commis- 
sioner, thus sets forth : The facts stated . in the 2ud 

u charge have been proved, altho’ Mr. Imlach denies that 
" Bejue Govind Singlt mode nhiglier oiler for the farm of Pw' 
« g-toma lloukunpore than the other party, or that he sent any 
money to be deposited as security, but there is no doubt 
« that the Furgunaa was farmed benamce to Rajindurnaniin 
Kae at leas than the government * fuutma, and considera- 
Idy less than its actual value, and this circumstance alone 
*< shews that ihoSurburakar was to blame,” That your Peti- 
titmer submits— Istly. Whether the foregoing quotation from 
Mr^ Gouldsbury ’s representation would nut lead your Board to 
understand, that on the part of your Petitioner nothing beyond 
a fflfnjde imsupporied denial had been brought forward to 
face what Mr. Collector Gouldsbury had been pleased to 
call the facts of the said 2nd charge ? — 2dly. Whether his con- 
viction ef your Petitioner at the close of the quotation bears 
not the semblance of being deduced from unquestiomd>(e 
evidence, and a rigidly strict scrutiny into documentary, 
details ?— That here your Petitioner feels himself placed under>. 
the necessity of again submitting, whether Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury lias nfA.suppressed tlte documentary as well 
as parolr evidence brouglit forward by your Petitioner to dis- 
prove the limth of the plaintiff’s allegations i That yonr 
Petitioner, twfore he brings the nature o.f his own evidence to 
the notice of 3 UHir Board, begs permission to submit, briefly 
to your Board's consideration certain parts ofthe depositions of 

* 1.9»481 Rt.Oovernmoui Revenue— upwards of 17,000 Re. Mofuf 

Sil JHIHIIM. * 
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the ftlmntifrii ^tiicsaei^ whose e^dene^ in eoml^Mtinit with 
an ofiicmi doeumeHtary research, has, in Mr. Collector 'Gottfate* 
bory^ jndgmeni, led to'so clear a conviction of your Petitioaert' 
That it is evident from the deposition of Jlioomuck Lal^ in his 
^.putation ofRamndheen l^ngh, with a letter toyour Petition* 
er's address, to act for him on the part of Bejue Govind Singh in 
bidding fOr certain fhrnn in Jhoomn.ch Lul's absence, that ^ 

an inHuential servant of Bgae Govind Singh ; that. It is ciess 
from his evidence, that in empowering Ramudbeen Singh to act 
for him, he bad particularly instructed him to be cautious in 
bidding fur the PurgunnOf andnnt to exceed its value, but has 
no wliere intimated what tliat value was > tliai the rest of this 
witness’s deposition is mere hearsay evidence, and not worthy 
of notice, yet, even as mere bercsay evidence, tending in a 
manner to give colour to the chaige, is in this, ns in other in* 
stances in this very case, readily tolerated against your Pett* 
tioner 

That, BoonceadSingli, after setting forth agreat deal rhgard* 
ing security, and even his alleged deposit of cash being pro* 
nounced by your Petitioner not to be trustworthy, (which 
your Petitioner submits bears its own refutation,) states, that 

10.000 Rs. on the part of Rajah Rajinderdaraiii Rae being of* 
fsri«d (otihePurgunna, lieotfered 100 Rs. more, when Nootioo 
Mlsser, at the request of your Petitioner, agreed to bid 25 Rs. 
farther, and obtained the farm : that your Petitioner tlien said 
to the witness, that his bidding mure would be useless and un* 
profitable. That this witness then, in answer to a leading 
question^ lias the temerity to deny that the Purgunna ntn put 
up to public bidding, also declares that his bidding was not 
approved. Afterwards in answer to another leading question^ 
lie asserts that he was ordered by the plaintifi to bid up to the 
GoverumotitRevenucjwmma, which he states to be upwardsof 

15.000 rupees. Again, in reply U>two other leading quesHontf 
he deposes, that die security of Tltingnee Jha and Serodhur 
iursutee has been accepted by your Petitioner in the settlement 
of the farm of zilla (j^raree at 14,061 Rs. per annum, in an* 
swer to another leading question,* he affirms having had, be* 
fore the settlement some conversation with your Petitioner on 
the subject of keeping Purqunna Hookunpore khas, if the 
Government jumma could not beobtained ; and farther, that he 

* Had you at any tine previaus to the day on which Parfaooa 
Hookunpore -waa •etlled at 10,2S5 rupees, any conrerntion with the 
uiauagcr ) If you bad, what wm the snin of it i 
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Iftd expt 0 saed ||if to tske it st that junm^» %ot n* 

ceired no answer fropi your retaionerv That iji,r8|>Iy to tb« 
Ijast and moft remarkable leading question* f this wfitnesa de« 
poses, that Noonoo Misser did not approve of the ofl«r of 
25 Re. more, bul^ in consequence of much humUe importunity 
on the part of your Petitioner, at length agreed to it« With re«’ 
gard to the evidence of this witness, yonr Petitioner hunbly so« 
licits your Board^s most particular attention, and beseeches 
your Board to weigh well the contents the plaintiff’s original 
JDurkhastf as well as his sworn deposition under the head of 
the sesond charge, and to decide Isl, Whether the spirit, which 
pervades lire exaaaipation of this witness^this worthy servant 
<if the plaintiii^-:— be any thing like the cool, dispassionate, dis« 
inierested spirit of even-handed justice Sdly, Whether it 
savours not of something like a determination to . hunt your 
Petitioner down; and tor this purpose, recourse ishad,among 
other means, to that of a pre-'coneerted arrangement with wiU 
messest with respeet to the statement of circumstances not 
only uHfonndrd in troth, but of which, even as untruthsf 
the most distant idea is not to be obtained either from the 
original netitigli of plaint, or from the platntifi’s deposition 
upon oatni I z our Petitioner submits, whether it may not fair- 
kj be asked, where, on the records of the ease, is the matter 
Ao he found, which can, bj/ any possibility of construction, 
SSJJS to the last two leading interrogatories ? If these ques> 
lions, even as leatling questions,, be not grounded upon 
any preceding matter on the ^e of the records, and 
your Petitioner makes bold te deny its existence there, 
does >not the very nature of Uie questions themselves 
faivly' imply, dial besides the acts which are performed 
epeiily on the stage of justice, there are, in the lanfbrtu- 
nnto case of your Petitioner, some which have been, per- 
fjbrmed behind the curtain also, upon the pertoiromice qf 
which alone is it possible to account tor them ? Does it not 
necessarily iiuply,ihal there Ims been some pre-concerted range, 
which the- witness was to take in his deposition, regarding 
which there has been some seeret cemiBunication- between the 
witness and those who are cenceined.in his examination, and 
the-omissioa of which is thus boldly indicated to him Your 
Petitioner fiabcars saying , more, 

' *^Yes havesiatcd sbovr, ih>t Uic maAsger toiU Naoneo.MiMtr tw 
bill 85 R'. sbove the sum of lO/iOO Ibrrvfore, (it is abstber 

Kiibiioo Hisiutr roMientcd lo ihe iiicirase of Scrapers on- iIm> simpla 
wurdof tbe wsaafer, or alter nu.b eotijvring and raqairtMiit/b 



Alsddhnipttt<depa86K, ** he abti^M &n'*i1e^attt 
from the plaiiittfffer the convejreoce of cash, and for die s|)ace 
of 6 or 10 days continued taking the sum of 7,750 Re. on thie 
elephant to your Petitioner *s A wtAuree ; That, fioooeettj 
‘ Singh and RamudheenSifwh began to outbid the opposite pat« 
ty, upon which Noonoo Misser abused Booneead Singh : diet 
witness then told Booneead Singh, to place Thinguee «lha amt 
Serodhiir Sursutee before the manager, (your Petitioiter,) 
and said that if their security be not acce^ued, he would ties 
posit casht that Noonoo Misser gave utterance to abusirelan^ 
gnage towards Thingnee Jba and Serodhur Sursutee ; tliat 
the security of the two above-named individuals not being 
approved, witness went up to the manager and oflbred to 
deposit cadi, and if what he had brought sfiouid not prove 
equal to what migiit be required, he would in an hour makd 
up the the deficiency: that Noonoo' Misser, who, as well as 
Manick Jha, were mtting' with the manager, abused him, and 
in common with the manager said, that instead of rufiees he had 
brought theekrees * : that, upon this, witness brought away 
the bags of cash which were lying on the Cle^^nt, and after 
placing them in the Kuehuree where (he {7m9sit, was pro< 
ceetiing to announce it to the manager, when Booneead Sing 
and Rainodheen Singh informed him that the Purgunna whW 
given ill form to Baja Rujindemarain Rae, and asked,' what 
was the use of yonr keeping the cash here ? aiid, that,' according 
to their advice, he carried away the rupees on the elephant.** ' 
That, Ratnudbeen Singh, with an intermixture of much 
extraneous matter, plausibly introduced into his deposition for 
the purpose of exciting suspicion, and giving a colour to the 
plaintiff’s charge, has stated that your Petitioner disapproved' 
his security, as well as his offer to deposit cash i that annoyed 
by the remarks of the people in ttfe Kuchufee, that he had not 
brought rupees but theekreeSf witness mounted the elephant 
and brought aiid placed the rupees where thq^rent is receiveift 
that the witness then went to your Petitioner in the Kuchvm 
fee, wd requested that the money be counted off, and was 
desired tolet it remain for the presemt j and that your Petitioner 
began to calculate interest, and the value of the lands mention- 
ed in the security ; that, witness said to the manager, tliat the 
matter of security was not tmnfined to the value of the lands ; 
that the public bidding should go on, and according- to the 
amettnt of theytsiw ma, he dtould deposit cas h equal to’ two ArtVf.V , 
• BmtU hits of brokeo csrliieo veneU. ~ • 
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or half of.tb^^tnnmVro and dake^Uw laaie aftarorard^* butHke 
manager paid no ref^rd to the'witiieWa requeat of putting up 
the farm to public bidding, and hfmtelf continued cakulatiiig 
intereatr That according to the wiinesa’s own statement, he, at 
this stage of the allair, went to Lokoath Miseer wlio was s>l« 
ing elsewhere, whence (hey* could neither see nor hear the 
manager transacting business, and' witness had time to enter 
into a discussion with the said Loknatb hlisser on the subject 
of the manager's inattention to his requests, and to seat him- 
self tliere for awhile ; that, on the arrival of a person to say 
that the settlement . of Rookunpore had come on, Loknath 
Misser urged him to go and see if a higher bid than Jhoomuk 
leal’s had been offered ; tliat witness replied (hat Dooneead 
Siugh was on (he ep('t,and, if diere be a higher bid, Booneead 
Singh would oiler more ; that afterwards witness also went 
and found liiat no bidding had taken place, but found the 
manager importuning Noonoo M isser to oAer S5 Us. more than 
the amount of Jhoomuk LaPs Dvrkhast^&nA Noonoo Misse, 
refusing his consent ; that, at length, after further importuni- 
ty, Noonoo Mger’s silence was construed into consent, and a 
Jjurkhast iiUhe name of 'J'araneepursaud on tlie part of 
i?o/a Rajindurnarain Rae was drawn up and approred, and 
the Purgunna was not put up to public bidding. Witness, on 
cross-examination, is not able to state the number of bags 
'wbicb contained the cash removed b^ him from the back of 
the elephant. 

21- That, ynur Petitioner submits, whether it be net clear 
from the depositions of all the foregoing witnesses, aitd from 
the very questions that are put to Booneetid Singh towards the 
close of his evidence, that the Purgunna was put up to biddrhg, 
and that both parties did actually bid for it I — Yotir Petitioner 
farther snbinits, whether thecdhflicting testimony of Mnddhra- 
put and Ramiidheen Singh, as the selt-acknowledged bearers of 
the cash from (h»j»ack of the elephant to a certain part of your 
Retitioner's Kuchuree^ particularly that portion of Uamud- 
hhen Singh’s evidence whidi necessarily implies the expiration 
of « very considerable space of time between, his depositing the 
cash and his returning after the settlement, to (he spot where 
he alleges having deposited it, dooot divest (hem Iwthof ell 
title to credd}iKty As Moddhraput bat podhively asserted 
that he removed the money from the back of the elephant, 
apd after placing it in a certain part or the Kucheree^ was 
procettding to announce his having done so, wlien he met 
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IftotMttdb^ SiM||h 'ttWt i^sbi^eedti Singit iA tlte'’#itT^rir (lie 
6ettlem«nt watoveri^ ' Peiitidncfr fuif\]i^r 
ittfic« tile period oeciffriied by the Bettlcm^nt did not iii:^<!0i^ 
three day^ whet could possibly induce one of the vrithesiws to 

E erscTere, as he has boldi5Ntated,m carrying his bags of inone% 
ackwards and forwards for the space ot eight or ten days; 
what object did he^ or hta employer hope to attain by iMb 
allegation of sucli a remarkable proceeding, alike nut of timi 
and place after the settlement was over ? Yet such is lli^ 
evidence upon the strength of which Mr. Collector Coiilds^ 
bury has not hesitated to pronounce the 2nd charge to be 
proved! — 

22. That, here again your Petitioner has reason to com* 
plain of the suppresnion of his evidence in reiulation of the 
testimony of the piaintiiTs witnesses : ihat no notice what- 
ever is taken of the attested proclamations, the Roobakarees of 
settlements, of which it is in evidence that the witness Ra- 
mudheen Singh took copies at the timeof the plaintiflTs letter,' 
dated 25th Phagoon^ 1239, which has been acknowledged 
by the witness as well as the plaintiflTs MooHnr, Miisu 
knree, fVakcel; of the depositions of Jmkeerm SirisktiiSnrl . 
Khedoolal, Bikruni Singh, SefuleeandOogiat; theabore-meii-' 
tioned documentary and parole evidence proving that nomo-' 
ney was broueht into the Kuchurees that the Pttrgunna was 
put up to paSTic bidding in consonance with the termeof ‘tlie 
Proclamations, and let to the highest bidder accordingly : 
that among other items recorded by the Colleetor in hi^iifoo- 
hakaree of the Ist Fejiruary last', to have been proved oti the 
20th January, is thtf plaintiff’s letter of the 24th Knrtick 
1240, written seven months after the estate had been farmed,- 
and the plaintiff iiad by Ramudheen Singh been put in poic 
session of the Roobakarees oPsettlement, the said witness ‘ 
beiim employed by the plaintiff at the manager's Kuthvree 
for the purpose of taking co{>iesofall the papers and accounts 
of the Ofliee. Your Petitioner submits whether, if any tiling^ 
objectionable or improper had occurred tiv the settlement of 
the farms, the plaintiff would not have instantly bnnight it 
to the notice’^f your Petitioner's Immediate superior On the 
spot, instead of furnishing him in the last-mentioned letter 
with a written acknowledgmeift, that none of your Peiitiimcr’s ■' 
predecessors had rbuK so muCh as himself ' for the beiiefft 
of the -estate? So lOTg after die commiimeiu of the evil laid 
M yduf Petitioner’s door, is not such an acknowledgment soft 



fideot to iiwpiciQQ fito *enKU]||ifff' 

^ well ,98 hU witqew^ in 9 n.unprejji; 4 iced . 

83. That, M anmo stress lioi laid oa 
Kdng let out for leas than the Gorernmenfr Herenue, jtour 
Petitioner begs leave .to state, that, in hi? anawer Ofl 'the llth 
7fuvein]t>ei[;« 18^ Mr. Collector Gpnldabury is Informed of its 
li^vitigbeen letforless once before also by ihamat^agertd. the. 
time to the asme (larty from 1^4 to 1239, MojolkeefUind of. 
J^urgunna Sooltanpore’a having been Jjirined for .5,000 ru> 

f ees less than the Government Jtimma Co Messrs. C. and G. 

'aimer by the Court of Wards likewise ; but the more cir. 
ettiraatanoe of their being let for less titan the Government 
Revenue was not then made a matter of complaint either 
against the manager, or the Court of Wards : 

24. That, Mr. Collector Goiildsbiiry has in his letter stat^ 
ed to be p ist all doubt, that Uiis Purgutma has been Ihrnted 
for considerably less, than its actual value,*’ audln the 
margin stated that value to be upwards of 17,000 rupees. In 
explanation your Petitioner submits, Uiat Mr.Cullector Goulds* . 
bury has in the firet place, unfortunately for your Petitioner, 
oinilted to notice that this was tlm jumma.ot 1231 and not 
the presentyamma ; that in the next place, it baa not consist* 
ed with Mr. Collector Gouldbury’s view of the case to adopt 
tlie oi)ly. proper measure^ by which he could liave assertained 
its present real value, vu^ by the institution df' a local en* 
^try : that, the Purgiigtta Rookioonpoor as well as ailia 
Gorare«, are situated on the banks of rivers, open to tlieir en* 
ciwch'ibeots, and liable at the same . time to serious injury 
by their receding, as well as by thet^wing up of sandt 
that as an instance at hand, your Petitioner has barely to 
•tate that the jummn of silla Goraree, which the {daintiff 
holds in farm at 14,061 rupees and still complains of loss, was 
formerly Rs.; under these circumstances ypur Petition* 

er humnly submits, whe^er, Mr. Collector Go'uldsbury, .upon 
such in^IBcient groimdvis justified in thus boldly deciding 
ufibn yodr Petitioner’s culpability 1 , , J ^ . 

185, That, fi'om M r. Collector .Goujdsbuiiy 's statement ot 
the dd' chlirge, 98 laid down in the 8 tb pai;agrapH^of his letter, 
oti^ ,a|ay be‘|ed to infer tb^t ypur PptipoBer’e demand of. 
lemon^kioh .^r d»«. prosecuuot) of .^ta ref^s, generally 
to,lhe tetPehry of all mat lands bekiwng^ to theestate.: 
ytrai ■petitioner, iherefive, begs leave mr state, specifically, 
that his demand IS limited to the conducting of suits for 



the estate 1^ before ttti attc^hHAt by sCcruft of 

nattti^ Qftder hk^enths mme^^toent^ as well (ts Ibat of ^1 ]||i|Pr 
decectsors m part of thi ittanager's dnty : W 

S6i That, wnh rMpeelt to the 4th Charge refhifed iiMihtW' 
JOtb paragraph, Mr. Cotleetor Gotildsbury has not conddi^t^ 
it aeeesaary or brof^r to record his opinion ; and recognij^ 
Sliaik Punaeolali’a the only evidence in support of thii' 
ciiarge, altho' hU Persian Scobnkaree abounds in extras ‘ 
ordi ^7 hearsay evidence, which has been admitted into 
in a manner, as extraordinary as the evidence itself. Nay. 
more, Mr. (ieorge Palmer, the plaintifi’s Prince of Vf itnesset^ 
even after be denied being witness to the cliarge, has, by tlid’ 
presiding AmiMH'ity,been permitted to unfold a long studied, 
tale, which needs no (nrther itotice at your Petitioner's liurids^ 
ihair a humble requeat, that in common with the evidence of, 
Mirza Gbolam Hydur, it may be barely glanced over in 
comparison with Shark tHtnaoofali's evidence. That after the 
opinion, clearly recorded by Mr. Commissioner Steer, in Ilia] 
tiecision of the ease as to tlte^ ground of tiic persecntion irhich 
your Petitioner has sofimd so long, it would be presttmption 
in your Pelitumter to enter into any datail, particularly, n{i1ie, 
lias tn sente of his preceding petitions both English and Persian, 
stated fally ih4 iheasures which have been adopted by the c»> 
bal, which has been formed to cbmpdas, by means of this very 
proseeutren, your Petitioner’s dismissal and ruin ; for no utlier , 
reason, than that of his not lending himself to their foul pur* . 
puses. That, if your petitioner had been permittedl (and your 
I’eiitioncr submits, whether he was not, uUdef the very peculiar 
eircnmstanees of his case, entitled to it as a matter or riglit ?) . 
to produce evidence hideteiiefiheiiianner*hi'whicb this com*, 
plami has been goi up, atid vas^ettrryi'^ on, vodr Petitioner 
would have held to the view o{ rhe Cburt, tne measures rm ' 
sorted to by Mr. George PalfteV for inAucncing Shaili;,P«na«, 
ouhtli to uphold Mr. Palmer’s hetttsay tesliinboy, by giving ,hk 
o^n evidence' in conSbnanCb with it. 'riiaf your Petitiunet;*^ , 
far ba'ck hs the 7th J>ecieibl>er,in bis jietitiun of that dV|e, in* 
formetfyodr' Board Of tUe depnia'tion of the highest Judic^(,.. 
Native A itthotity in tlie District, to exert hiv indnence in ibk , 
particular instance, j^nly defiVed from personal iiitiuia^ atuj . 
utticiul'eituaiioh,tp sVirhy this witness, and losecnre hisevi^nce , 
ill cunibrniiVy with Mf. Gcor^ Palmer’s deposition, lunif 
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jfjrar Petiti<Hker htmihl jr thM wb«re nidi dbrls tHr 

made, aad wch mMawres a oia* of aQch 

uoqttwiiondile aaeendntcy ^aa 'Mr. Oikoi^ Painter^ what 
eiMod lias an {jblated indiviautlf dapndfci atfour Pctt.i 
iwm hat been, ^the nMam of (baMfhig amn bit enemies' 
i^iqa^ua proceedin^Ks, to conrider IttytfeaiM-dHnriacter safe i 
* That, witfaj'esiicct liiidltt StbimrM (40j dltfliad to in 
iUli^ngaaj^, Mr. Colfecioi' Gou(Q»bu|j^ hafWt eonw 
i^red it necessary or'propOr to.^ef wag smtnioQ j but pre- 
tjpnda (d give from the a'cuidsoCj^ 0on{t a summary 
et^tement of its actual nature^ tfiat iigiiisv^ityoiir Petitiouer, 
is obliged sio trequeDiiy to'culH^luii^ni theemtMton or 
itijjpr 0 ttion of matter bearing any tiling like a bejfidicial ten.* 
dcney on your Petitioner’s aide id 


' |helMse : but ni^ed by the 
cirt^instances of liis peculiar sittltaUon, he is ndij^ssttated to 
nol^ i|i>^lf-defeniroy drfalt your Petitioner would otberwiae 
hl&vi; jpaised over in silence : Tliat your Petitioner now beua 
peimisnon to give an account somewhat diffiirent from Mr. 
GoUector Gooidsbury'a summary recitai, based o|Km the do> 
' cunwlniary procemimgs of your Petitioner’s superiors} and to 
Mat«^ Petitioner submits, Mr. Collector GouldBbu.> 

X ou^Hi to have kno^o and stated from the very records of 
«kcave tinder his own investigation, that, the bcbthxv of this 
tdenticat charge had been q^ictdly discussed m 18S9 & 18S0, 
iatMrk .Ariing fluliecior Hawluns’ report on the subject, with 
l^lettefoflhe 7th Oecfiniher, 1829, to the Commisuoner ; 
s^ Commissioner^B letter ,itf iw 28d Febiuary, 1830, to the 
'’’iioUackoe;*^ Mr. OoUector X.owis’a letter of die 18th Jjin^ 
IftKhto the tDonfimisbiuner’s address; and die Commissioner's 
dhins^ of the 2ftUi 4 une, 1830 : th^fWhole of this corres* 
pi^tfence being* 4it,h?s coinmand in kls own oflice, aj;id iodu 
cikt»tl bvyour PetitiMOsr that, Mr. Collector Gpuldsbuiy, 
aS’Rrcskllpn^iBft^ Court of to have known 

a(wkiStaMi from the, vary same mt^ocds, dwt aotvitbadmding 
yra^^ioner’s rei)itB8t, tltat^im then Collector .f)is> 
'aaiet>oulh{ be pleased Jk> direct die. Xurninde 




pleased Jb> direct dte^ XHmittdqrt to g^pute 

J[our Pedwiner was 
erarsi(N^*a* Puiwimna from his^inifiedii^e^iiqierior, dated 
1 to sue injdie very j^iiipr wldckhas been 

.^.j^lsSndiw ^ tore yoii^eij|i8^C.«ibmitS,.wnether the 
ehnvs^on‘3m ildw $iinpU maitesipioto nM||^idle fw |«rsecu* 
tiod^d^id tMlIub^.a cool, disipuisiontitqjfpimiejttdKM mind, 
hjge Ibeen dnlyp^ced as ihvolvuig tuls^hif^iwitb respect to 


( ^ 0 . 

iwr VM^oner, and more than tijece yexatimi to SSovt^.l 
That, in the sud llth.pamgraphjMr, Colieptor O^Jd^jlj^ 
has set forth, as if from die records of tlie Ciril Coturt^ 

«( your Petitioanr has sttUed in hU petitioi^ of plaint^ tl^ 

■ altho’ Mr. Read made use of his name, helieverbail poaii^ 
« sion of tlie farm', and that Mr. Reed is the responsU4i 
« son; Mr. Reed.'On the other liand atated, tlMft he inereljr 
“ came security for Mr. Itnlach.’’ . That, to the question.eif 
your Petitioner’s havj^g or pot having an interest in the farih^' 
is not before youf fioa|^ it would be improper in your PeU«,v- 
tioner to enter upon it in this place ; but your Petitioner feela 
it incumbent upon himself to bring to the notice of your Board 
that part of Mr. Collector Gouldsbiiry’s representationj which 
has a tendency to imiieach your Petitioner’s veracity : your 
Petitioner begs leave to submit distinctly, that Mr. Colleetbr 
Gouldsbury, in stating the nature of Mr. Reed’s defence, and 
saying that he merely became security for your Peiiiionel, haa 
stated the result of a very partial examination of the records 
of the case ; in which, it Mr. Collector Gouldsbury bad taken 
the trouble to examine somewhat more fully, he would havn 
found a letter fVora Mr. Reed to your Petiiicnter’s address,' 
holding your Petitioner harmless with respect to the farm 
in question. 

28. That, with reference to the 6th charse, altho’ Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury in the 12ih paragraph of his letter, has 
not ebnsidered it, necessary to say more than that it appears io 
have been brought forward merely '^o account for die friencP 
ship between your Petitioner and Noonoe Misser, and to jmsa-^ 
it over without fUrthernotice ; yet, pending the investigation,!, 
he was disposed to low upon it as a matter of so mucbconse# 
quence, as even to exceed his powers, in the illegal attachment 
of their property, with a view tojitotoging t\te heirs of Jaykanth 
Rae personally before him ; thait,1me' records of tHe ijase bear 
testimony to this extraordinary prttoyedipg, and shew that Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury did not h^tate 'to do this under 
cumstances, wherein your-Petitioner submits whether it migl^t' 
not;, be fairly asked, whto**good (Purpose'' talh Mr* Collector 
Gouldsbury have had in cmuemplation ? If to obtain proof 
the possible culpability of ^oit*' Petitioner^ the records the 
Civil Court in this instance, its jn' that of siltu Gomree, w$tre ' 
hand; nay, more, t^removethe necesnty of even taktitt tjhis' 
trouble, the acknovuedgment of .|our Petiiionto hiinselTilM 
in Mr. Collector Godltmury's possession: Your Petitiodto^ ‘ 





ke^ew fif piMiiii after tending even in 

M^p^MMiuw (G^]rf’'|:fl mlitate in ^waligbifaat degrefafainst ^pur 
ilptiii(i^O AnaViie most hniinbljr^tifaeaiUl^jl^he. same time, 
irlietiicgrit in oommon tScnamst aOces, be 

vpry^iastl)' yiewedN^w inde^toi^fpasingjry ediiclr haa<^}e- 
Xfted egBiofiiyciprPedtiaBdV in^sdbmof dheinxestigatiun? 

• 29. ^Im^ tii^/iniFo^clSfr* of the 9 ih diarge h«ng repre- 
amnit^ % Ml!. C0llecter s6dtildi^i5 «i^ere% to ecnoont for 
‘'tjie between your 'j^kiofRer and Keonoo Mjaser, and 

WCnti: Petitioner’s answer tw,^kis charge beiitg.coiuddered by 
Jn^,. Collector GoUldbbnry Mtagether oi^wbrthy of Wtipe at 
Mb hands, yonr Petitioner b^Ieavp toaUki, that, to an ua< 
prejudiced mind, dm nature of tbii charge would.have exhibit- 
ed a far dilferent appearance from that otcribed to it by* Mr. 
Collector Qouldsbury.'Your Petitioner here begs leave to sub. 
to your Board JuripAy, the^aircuinstances under wliidi 

J our Petiiioiier tootc the Pow^ >m Attorney from the Iteir of 
aylmnth Rae t On the dmih of Jaykanth Rae, selj-creftt- 
ifi garordiott^'diiedeceased’e aihged adopted «o»,obuined 
l^pcptnueof Mr.. Gepyge Falinei-!a.par«nouiit induence to 
patjn(lii.iB fttyssession .of Jaykanth Raels esinti^ 90 tlm gpardi- 
coni^ting to gjye J!ifr...Ghioq[;a Poliher a lease of.ilie 
ian^Sed-j^perty for ID yearn at one^half of. tts actual vidue. 
|lri Pamer bt^nm his. champion, m petition u. presented, 
^d im order .|m8^ to subpoena, witnes^ and to issue a |m>* 
‘llainAUon^ tfae'appehiriiiiiCe of. all .m^iioanis as. heiramt 4 aw. 
0ply two di^idiCrwe«^,i(m|M^yerbfa seebiid petition, even 
Jt^re^heanieal pflbe witnesses^ibpgp^ by tbeftmt^order, 
M di^^roin.ittm Cc^rb patabe-peri^in 
9n eq^jfurnidtipg security. . Finding such a remiuk* 

) iuc9|B8«on of oedem ft 3 Q|l^the Ciyil CpurtAowing in.wpon 
ij^M 'pMikjf undib Ml!, Geoige Palmer’s suaq;>ifea, ffae heks-at, 
^ ^ the (fmpjpyireat of the 

* agency, iw'^poduoh to the eeiMlu^^ eseenden* 

0 ap^ Pelmer, ents>eati|d your Paiitioner Vm^ ; and 

PetUipner 

Bted 


Ih^^y a jBtnpi»m7a^, ‘<>lkai.r^ 



,in cc 

M* 


^lce:'o4 ^ep)o, Mis8^J»eMtg,'«»Btj 


being odniclemed us 
aniteiaent, 



MverthMws Mh (?(^neelpn^ doddilNiry'ha^ ttlklr 
intd giv«n », Iwni to 

not bo iHii ojf of tm cate. And Sere yo^r 

' titioner brge leave that -wlmtever 

object ol intffodudn^ the menti^ hf your Petitioner's i^letok^ 
friendsbiy with Notowjl^iaisae^'c^’which iir canpi^*; 
nothing,) vdiethi^towit/j^ be notstAiSicient gronnd to accounC^ ' 
for the-acti of Hr. (3$0i^ Pal.nnSi' and the plaintiff ? Ypnic^' . 
Petitioner farthetstthSM'ts, tfhmer Mr. Cpliector Gonldsbarj^'^ 
has toM, by the eirafusSir^^irit of his investigation, deprivhi^ 
your PetU^ner of the means of establishing tnis eamitv^ ah ^ 
very subemhtial grdhit<l of his de&nce ? 

30. That, the Iff th paragraph of Mr. Collector Goulds** 
b. try's letter, commenting upon Uie ^th 4nd last chaigoi ir 
worthy of your Board's notice in several points of view : IsAk ' 
with reffirenee to the very (Wmarkahle manner in which 
Collector Qouldsbury has dari/y expressed himself^ I. ej 
Some of the putware^a who were examined ip ‘ suppuit of 
the charge, depoMd to’ nuanaera having ^n' taken.” Your 
Petitioner submits'tbat the plaintiff's' chom is distinctly thi^' 
that yau# Petitioner took ntrxserf : your reiitibner tiow sph^ 
mits to your Boarri's decision, whethei; the evidence advancett 
bears out this charge? Your Pstidoner Tardier submits; 
wiiether thia vague, this dark vommmtary 0f Mr, CoUeotof 
Gottldabury’a in tka paaaivf vpiUft be purely aceidentaljl 
or etudiou% constructed, to jimUKey more'tbaa meets thp 
ear ? Sdlyj With I'^erence to Mr. Collector Gouldsburf’l 
statement of his opiuiion, that the complainant; had notkiuB 
tode widi it.” Your Petittenier submits, diat,polwithstaidinff 
such sn opinion, as clear in its expression, as it is io iti 
foundotioir, it pleased Mr. Ccdlector Goidd^ury to keep your 
Petitioner from tlie 4th to the ffOdi Dec^ber, expeied to at 
the evds ariwg (Mit of an unjust DisjpsiiHon,' as far at leadi'aa 
the investigadon this , ^a^ Is' coheeri^, unjiisfiffttjr, 
prolonged, abcordhig to Mi> C^lectmr Gouldsbnry's oirm 
sitewing, ffdly, WSb reepMK 13b' Ifr.lCoilector GouliubtH^. 
totideii^qe, vc^pMrdiag the precise nature of the depositious 
of some of |be ptt/mmhe<u. jltow Petitieper subfutti^; 

that Sbr.'|}olj|)MW t^ouUMiti^l lU’Spite of the tfictatos of p 
fone^ jttdgtopsklio 3i!ituip% UrAirSi^' by him, muiP qee^Jgp 
into thp -bf - tba patkareea, and atste, hoWd^ 

dsddyybisopmild^'.llto titaau&ftd smue of dteob P94uan 


ter 


feife fje^jlCiricdiniSstWl'ivHtt^^^ 'cff jtittias, 

tojjtate at fjie wine tiinib,' tiist, abii^ ^l#cr»«r tbert tutored 
F'fete*se.®jiwhose-«Vidence'^_ceeded ilie length oftheii'ieeeeiis, 
Sf ger to h^jr your l%iti6iwi^ m gttmy «l fh6 
f^id ^this ddbif, long befofi yfkt iPwSioner’s appointment 
,10 th^ ninnageiiieftt of tlie estUe ? jo,- ' 

" Tlijijt, it.i8 stated b|*Mr. Cofletlor Gonldsb^ry in the 

pnfagrn|<h of Iris lettw.'tlmt “ in refefth);|; to the records 
of hii o^ce, lie 'finds that thit, Js'not thf first titne tbnt Bgue 
Gpyind Singh has coinplai^a of Mr. Iihlae^s conduct. Imt 
^ the 7th December, 1829, ^r. Hnhrkit^ in reporting to tiie 
'IBpmmissioner regarding petittoUs presented by Bejue Govind 
Singh and /ioMccSedhwOttee praying.for dUr.f mlach’sremoval, 
states, tliat he considered tiiOicharges unfounded, but does not 
a^l^pr to have instituted ahy particular enquiry on thesnb. 
iiCl»h)Undiiig liis opinion merely on the replies fiirnii^ied by 
fr. Itnloch.” That ^our PciitiSntr liere bep permission to 
subd^iii^ to"* your Board, that either Mr. Collector Goulds* 
hury’s exa^nation of the contents of Mr. Hawkins* letter, 
Jhi|i8 been extremely pitrljiaff or that it' has not pleased Mr. 
Collector Gould|bury to state the whole of what must neces* 
aarily have passed under his eyes, in his perusal of the letter 
ahoye alluded to ; that a reference to this letter will prove tlint 
Mr. Hawkins did not found his opinion merely on the replies 
Jlufnished by your Petitioner, hut upon “ Mr. Imlach’s cha- 
^ racter, anti his mode oT conducting business, as well as from 
‘‘ his own knowledge obtained from tlie reitlords of his office.” 
That, your Petitioner larther submits, that Mr. Collector 
'•iJoufatsbury’s ^heral reference to thb records of his office 
. ^dlt.mibjeciscDiinecied with this case, has, like hisexamina* 
ffbn of ilie eon tents of Mr. Hawkins’ letter, eitlier been ex* 
"mmely paptinff or, he must have past bver^soine of the most 
im^rtt^H dbcumeailB, which, likc^ertarn parts of Mt. Haw- 
^j^t^ leltcrij militate l^ainst the plaintiff, add with' fesfiect to 
i^)p^itioner hear a favtMira}i|o aspects Thaii your Potidoher 
ii^ersit nMmary to state fdf^ybur Bdafd*s!nforTttatidlli,that 
'^e fouhd id the rectmlkof the Collector’s office, 

of the subject of Mr.^ IlaW^'s’ letter above 


fh c©n_ ^ 

mlltWil fti'o^M^Wred ITMat^itfhoSBa Febii^ry, ISW, 
SW%,f(^Vhffissioh^ 'ColleciWiLt^is’s 

dOsilli^ftir^ar inforniation,'^iHsd dbkidpg farther 
eti^dry.; fid|n Mt^Coliector'Imwid'i|a|sd IStti June, 

ioSO,' comibiafi^ating tbjC. result df the ' 'Equity ' enjmned ; 



•nd a lUr4f fmnnIlIrvCoiiiiBissifdtr Lea MTviier^ Mb. 5(97| 
ed^th dune) 1830, coaveying his decision, and, ^ i%rci(»jbd 
to.yoar fioatd in jaur Petitioner's rafatation of Mr. Acting^]* 
lector Eead's labonred r^rt of the 16tb AugnJ^, deeht^g 
theaccusaliom0fthi»9erjf Bef^ie Gavind Singh fo bdtdt^^ 
unproved, and destitute of truth t and convicting h^ofut- 
trigue andvipmbinatibfi desCrvmg the severest censuTOf giv^. 
•"j? ^our Petitioner the option of suing for damages in. tke 
Civil Court for defamation of character, and declaring at the 
same time that g repetition df §uch conduct would sub)df£ 
Bejue Govind iSingh to a more marked degree of censure, affd 
the displeasure of Government be drawndown upon him 0r 
conduct so degt^ng to the character gf a native gentlemdn. 
TIkat your Petitioner beseecliea your Board to tiecide, after a 
reference to ttie letters above datailed, wlietlier Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury's manner of alluding to 'the former accusatiofts^f 
the plainiili Bejue Goviud Singh, be not, by the suppression 
of the intermediate proceedings uutl their result, calculated to 
generate suspicion against your Petitioner ? And your Peti« 
liouer most humbly submits, whether, when vieti'ed with refer, 
ence to the general feature of Mr. Collector Gouldsburv^s pro. 
ceedings, whenever any circumstance beneficial to your Peii* 

ner’s side of the question, has fallen in his way, it be pos. 

le to pronounce such a garbled 'statement to be purely 
accidental ? 

32. That, in the Idth paragraph of his letter, Mr. Collee. 
tor Gouldsbury . refers to your Petitioner’s assumption of a 
power, pronounced by your Boanl to be illegal, in farming 
out estates entrusted to his management and care, lU expla* 
nation your Pelitidner begs leave to submit that your Pe^i. 
tiuncr, in his oflicial situation of Manager, has no/^bssumed 
any power which has not been exercised, by all his piredeUi^ 
sors, as well as by ICollectors in the Coqfts of Wards,' up ^4 
very recent period, to your Pcijtioi^’s knowledge, wfij^mt 
any check or interdiction frojgSt.highermtiiority. And y<n|F'[J«- 
titioner farther submits for . information, that in llits ‘ DiHrict, 
ilte system of letting out ^fales.in farm has besi|. jn opera^i 
ever since the Company's acquisition of this part of the cduu- 
try, — a i^'stem, feom which, as ,pne. long established, and 
still ^'tlier streng|jhened by ifc^'tJiiiform practiie of 
Judicial, aa^ell a^ffhe' ^vmue Officers under Gofcroment, 
— your Pet'uioner,,it^uld not hare^lklt himself justifiednii tlevi. 
nting to atiyeittent w'nliotit /ifm express injunction of ins 
itniuccliaie superiors in office. That Mr. Collector Goulds* 



(| 3 * > 

..dMmmnifii 


bury biMi iwragrapb* tl»t«li«aiMnH|Mioi» 

v( this ))OwCff (which ||Oi. r Peotitioner has above exphiined) 
** has, ii wouUl appear^ led to many abuses,” your Fetuiuuiur 
begs pevtni^aH to submit to your ^ Board in answer, that 
an obsarvuiioti so vague in itself, ibould not be allowed to 
carry any weight : and to submit farther, that if at any time 
herea^er it be found to imply’ any thing against yourt Peti- 
Boiler, (at yottr Petitioner has strong reasons to suspect that 
St will, from circiiirManees which have transpired regarding 
hir. Collector Goiild><btiry% unseasonable tecommeiidation, 
ti|inn very ^yuestionable groands, of his friends the Messrs. 
Pelmet, to take yotir Petitioner’s place in the management 
ofttlie^estate of Mareilee, &c.) it will ptenae yoor Board, in 
jufct.ce to your Petitioner as an injured man, to afford him an 
opjiwtunitv of explanation and defence, both as an individu- 
al and Sts hianagcr of the estate, before the passing of your 
iiiial orders. 


34. That your Petitioner, having gone through the whole 
of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's English representation, and of* 
fil ed to the 'comsderation of the Board such explanation as 
the case of your Petitioned required at his hands : — and hav- 
Hr in a separate Persian Dur^Jkaatt fully set forth bis grie- 
vances with resiaict to Messrs. Collector Read and (Souldsbu- 
ry'a Persian proceedinj^ also, in comparison with the English 
Toprcsenlation, your Petitioner's only remaining prayer now 
4s, that your Board will pleased to take the contents of his 

I edtions of theSOth October, SSdand 30tb ^(ovember and 7th 
)ecember, 1833, together with the Persian petitions of the 4th 
Oeoeuiber, 1333, ami I st February, 1834, into your serious con- 
siderauon, and award that full measure of justice, for which 
the eatlttfUMviihary, unjustifiable treatment his ease has experi- 
^afbeAfi-ofn the local authorities of the lljstricr, loudly cidls 
trim 4ie decision ,cif four Board, as the ccinstitutOd authority 
undePGotfemmmf, ?p*prevent, as well as correct irregularity 
and oppression, in its'sobordinalp officers placed wuMr your 
control, and to operate as a sife guard to the rights ana nt- 
tceests of Us gul^^tK, and your 'fl^tioner as in duty bound 
will ever yway. 


Pjtrfea March, 1SS4. (Signed) A. IMLACH. 


<4 



To ns Mbmims 09 tiis Sojab* Boabo df AvrMtrB, 
Foar William. ^ 

Tht humble PetUioo of Atommder Imlaokf Xkuti^ ^ 
Muhalfut Purgtmuuts ^avelho Purneeot ^e,, v 


Sheweth, 

« ' 1 

That, by aa<^varsijrht ia the enffroeeinff of hin petitmi 

upon at^npt pa(Mr, a (wragraph which should have beeA 
numbered 33« b^ng left out, yeur Petitioner hereby begs pars 
ntiseion to anmnd the said (letition by the introdiietion inta 
its proper place of the accunipanying pavagra|>h) and thewoe* 
rection of (he nowtl^ of that with whia|l wd petition is ei4* 
sed, and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 


Purneas 31sf Marchy 1834. (Signed) A. IhiLACH* 


33. That, your Petitioner now baa but two circtmstancea 
more, forming very prominent features in Mr. ^Heetor 
Gouldhbury's investigation of the charges, to bEhig to the no. 
tice of your Board ; viz. the nuntbca of voices, whieti Mr. 
Collector Gouidsbury tolerated as if they were the voices of « 
Jury ; and a practice, your Petttionerwbmits, rather novel* 
in the cross^examinalioii of witnesses l^bat the voices which 
prevailed, were those of lUeSiHsktadarythePishkiirj and tlio* 
last, not least in point of consideration, the Nauir of the Culv 
Icctorship, in dirwt infringement pf tlir Regulations. Thai 
the practice alike^ novel and obUactionable, introduced by 
Mr. Collector Go^ldsbiiry with respect to cras8.ezaininBtioii, 
constated in discusimg the end and aim of the questiona pror 
IHUPd, in the presence and withhi the hearing^of thf|,VKtineas. 
es before lie allowed iheas to be^iWritteivdown, or, pul (o ^ 
witnesses ; your Petitioner suboiili, tba|i||Mqt}estiflsas>tig'%f, 
in the Orst place, to have bean oUowed w V enteiBd, aiad it 
in the judgment of the Court ibqy needed explanation. orMero 
likely to give rise to discuniKfc, the witne^ oug/tfio have 
been removed b^ore the Cipn inaisted upon die exjilaua. 
tiiins being given ; or, if the questions were consideied dect*. 
dedly objectionable, the Court in pronouncing them to be wg 
ought to have allowed then to stand on the rccoiilH o^o 
case, open to the decision of n superior Court. That iosieail 
of doing this, almost eveiy question, that was proposwl, waa 
sure to be immediately toUowed by one fiom the Prealdeut 



ciftlie Ooiirt,4emttndk^ (lilWHiNie vmy 
and fiitteHng it away Kite tMlMiig: by this ntaatis dffeclaaily 
piittitigL^whnefifm ifipoti tbeiir guard, and vifiitalty d» 
armin^btir Petitioiw^of'an elk^l iiojiortant Iraths 

out of Ihe plaintiff^s Wituebses.^' 

^ I 

'The Sndder Board past tliefr final on the 

Appeal of Bijue Govind Singh on the 36ih btfpt^nibery 1634 
•**«ecording it as tlieir opinion, that they coahf iio(i4intl^«waeon 
fbr altering}^ decision of ihe CommitiRioiM^; but took not 
■the ilightestaotice of the UA warrantable^ proeeedinga mid 
cdadtMt of their sttbotdinate' hlKcers, which th|,|,3>lanagev 
eibmitted to their d^jlliioB. " 



TO Vtl$ •XCBCAfeMW^TBI BXO^T iOIIO»i»f.B TRt 
OKNBBAJ. OF IMXUA IN COONCIIm 

The hfimbie Memorial of Alexander ImkuA, late 
Manager of the Eitatfs of Afuhalt^ Pwgun^e 
Jhwellee Pooriieea, <^c. Purgnnna Sooijapore^ 
and Soma Rmbhag^ ^'Ct 

SmRWKTH) ^ 

That, vour mmoriaUst, ag^eved by the local AutlioritieB 
of the District of Pourii<K>a lo the treatiiient ot hie case, by 
his removed from office, and by t^ absence of tfaftt consider- 
atioD, which your momoiialist 'sub nits his case reqtdretl^* 
from the (.'omiiiissioner’a Court, us well the Sudder Bwd, 
witli reference to the conduct of the said local Authorities, 
now begs leave to Appeal to the justice of your Lordliup 
ill Council : 

2. T'hat, your memoiialist begs leave to slate, dial, in 
18'i7 he was appointed by'ihe Civil Court of sillah Alymen- 
siiigh Manager of the Sherpore joint, undivided estate, which 
was attached by that Court inBonsequence or disputes be- 
tween the nropiietors ; and subsequently two other estate! 
were placed under charge of your iiieinorialist, with salaxldi''' 
.unonnting to 909 rupees per lueasem ; and that the manage- 
nieiit was c inducted wi|h such diligence and care, as merited 
the approbaiion of his tmmediate superior, until the begin- 
ning of 18^, when ill-health compelled liiiu to leave thas 
di-ti ict : 

3. That, two of the above-mei^netl estates were extoit- 
sive ones, and the third a small estate, and that of these three 
diitinct estates yeffii* memorialist wa4 Manager with tho 
knowledge and sanction of the Board of Revenue ^ 

4. That, your memorialist was tinder Regulation' .vvofrtw, 
anpoiifted lit 1839, by the Collector ofMABiIiah, VodHtf^a 
Manager of the estate of Purgunut Uumum Poomeeai &c. 
with a salary of 700 rupees p^r mensem ; that iix|)roof 
ofhisgiod management he has it in Ins power to produce 
unexceptionable testimonials, as well as a comparative state- 
nieiu of profits arising out of the said estate 

5. That, shmrily afier the appointment of your memori- 
alist Bijue Govind Siogh, proprietor ofatpoiety oCjJw said 
estate, preferred against your memorialist ceitain l^igea^ 
whichtheCominissioner III his decision, (Utad 38th June, 1830, 
pronounced “lo be totally unproved and deUitule of truthf* 
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mud tk 0 said Blfmt OovtilU 8ifig^ to bofuiHy of^^AflWfire 
mnd combination de$eroing <Ae sectrenl eetunre" .**» 

6. Tbs^ again in IBSvt when the atorem»id Btjuo Cb>«iMl 
Singh petitioned the Sudd *r Dewanny Adawlat ler ibe re. 
inoval of yonr meinonuttstyltis prayer was opposed not only by' 
the contending party bnt hr Mr. Hawkins also^ the then 
Collector of the Distiict^ wWenthe lOtb Angiiit, 1839, 
requested the Commissioner to obtain ^fbe> sanction of 
•he Sudder Board to his (the Colteel(if>) tpaking a 
represenlption to the Sudder Hewanny Adawlnt arguing 
n^nstthe remond of yoyr itiemoriaRst t and among other 
Maaons on iho impolicy of that measure, Mr.> Hawkins 
{Mated as follows: **<To them” (/. e. the sons of the laie Hiijn 
Sreenarun Raey) ** the vemovid of the Surburmkar would 
** ho a measofe of great hardship, as they hare sticceeded to 
^ the estate by virtae of inheritance and are nat Wally anxious 
** to preserte their hereditary property ; wheieas Bnya Jlia, 
** the father of Bijtie Govind Singh, was the first of tlie fa* 
** mily who ever had any thing to say to it, and the son, 1 
** fear, would bare no objMfetion to convert his share of the 
nroperty into cash, 1 aps certainly jnstified in saying, that 
-if B^e Govind Singh can hare no good object in view in 
** 'wishing to remove Hie Smburakar. If good management 
** be his object, that has been alniadj(, obtained, as for the last 
** throe years, the estate has yielded VI larger profit than it did 
ever tiefore, and there is scarcely a bigeb, which is cultiva- 
** hie, out of cultifation and the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut 
eonftrincd the eominuaotlit of the Surbnrakar t 

J '. That, beddes the feiegoing testimony, Mr. ORiciating 
leem Hawkine' letter, dated 'Jth Ihimmber, 18S9, to the 
CoauDisHoner of dm Division ; Mr. Collector Lowis* letter 
||MtM b^h Jun^ 1830, to the CkMnmfssioner's addrdss; 
Mid^r. 4?omitihpitqaer Lee Wamer’'8 letter of die 98th Jane, 
18^^ we amorijg'the records of the Commissioner’s and Col- 
lectoi^ respeo^ effiees, ond testify to the eondnet and eha- 
rneter^yourlnhfnoriBlibt : 

B. That, yonr memorialist here begs feave to submit for 
your Lorddhip's consideration a Statement, exhibiting the pro- 
duce of the eetaW under dilforent management, shewing an 
gfreseiMjprot^tn^itthe proprieten under the atanagement of 
y ww al fa Btia&t t«— 
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d* Tliat, your memorwUst ftirtb«r rabmit^ that lubsor 
quent to the decision of the Conimusion^ regardina th« 
cbaraes brought ioiwaid by the afoiesaid Bijue Gtvyind 
Singh, your menonalist was» <m tJb» solicitation of die otHt* 
tending proprietors of Purguwnu §opj|apore, 4q>pointeil 
towarm the close of 1830, Maiuger of that Pmgunati aisot 
on a monthly aalary of 500 rupees, tlia profirktors having 
agtaed to pay your memorialist 300 rupesa.in addtUon to tb# 
aUafaaea i^hqrto attached to the sitmlMf, as an hi^neof 
inent to your memorialist to devote a porUiM of hk tynewd 
atiqation to the luanagemeat of theic allaiFSi^ as may be seen 
fiom the recorded applications of (he proprietors of that JP«r* 

f ttnnu to the Collector’s address, dated 7th and 8th Atin^ 
238 Hoolieei aad iMreover, (bat, in like manner, on the 
application eftbe proprietora themselves, who fixed the salecjr 
ot your memoirist at 100 rupees per mensem, Mrt'Cottiinr 
tor Hawkins was further pleased to appohit your meoioria* 
list in 1831, Maaa|w or 41 third estate uotnutatsd Sowsa 
Buabhag. 
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, 10. That, |WUT. iMinonaMM mbmitl^.that liKh]Mnd«iHly 
of (be fecordad Ofiiniens of public functionoriefabote alhitlpd 
to, (be aoiibUiHMS atil^tation of (be proprit^rt, 
most every other respect are at -variance with <>nC aiiother, 
but who in the case of your tneinorialist, eame forward vkli 
one accord .^-becure his services by allowing him more than 
double the iMary paid to any of hU predecessors, indicates 
the favourable estimation in which his ronduct^wd character 


have been generally held, regarding the maimgdmertit of pro* 
party entrusted to his care : that, your memorialist begs 
leave to 'submit further, jo your Lordship's pariicu* 
lar .AOtice and au^niion, 'Imtt even Bijiie Govind Singlt 
himself, in a letter addressed to your metnorialist, dated so 
late as .S4tli JUTar/tc^, 1240 Moolkee, corresponding with 
tlte 8th November, 1832, has acknowledged, that your me- 
morialist had managed his property tdi'tnuch greater ndvan. 
tage then any of his predecessors; be therefore sent a power of 
attorney to your jpsemorialist to act for him at discretioitt 
11. ThaV from April 1829, to Angiisi 1833, your me- 
morialist conducted the"- JHIiness of the three said estates 


.jpomediately under the eyes .of his superiors, and repulaify 
..inOinmunicated with them' verbally as well as by writing, «n 
tbeaflairsof these emates, .and lijs meastifes, as the' iwcords 
of the Collectorship testify, were generally approved of; but, 
on one occasion when a remisson of 24ji000 rupees per annum, 
. yras solicited by Messrs. C. and (i. Palmer, the joint farmers 
of Jvrg'ifnur.^Havellee Ppoi'itrea, &c. that<is, so much from 
(he amount or rent thej^'^had stipulated to |)hy, when your 
menaoriniist, for reasons fully detailed, not iaiting upon him- 
self -4o,decide on the application, submitted the question for 
deciuou (o hlr. Ofj^ting Cfdlector Read ; at ^ j uncture, 
£^U|i- G.4>vind .^ng^ ..prompted by unworthy motn^' and 
in^prted there^ ^by Mr. George Pahner aoi|^ius frWids 
Wim'td^nt helmdtf*^f^{ued, again stood forth hie accuser 
< J12.. r^(» Mr, Officiating CeUector Read, whatever bCiliis 
constitfetibn ^ the Regulations, in utter disregard of tlie'W- 
«ordcd'precedentii.of his oftice, instead of decit^g himself on 
the matter lemission, signed and forwarded to tlie Com- 
miasioqer of Revonue a labored re|>ort, dated 18(h August, 
^f SO paragraphs, 29 of which are devoted 
to the asttriniMvOoaqr tbe caiwa t^f his friends, the farmers, 
widto mi a uoveki^ of (he relative powers 
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gwnllo 4hefnmtit^ of reBii«ion,-i^e 30 pa!Nij|;ra{ifceim|«m 
yihh stating, that Bijne Govind Siai^ mat pi^eaeitti^la iie« 
tidoa” (dated 14ltH August) “in wbidi he direct^%haw^. 
Mr. Imlach’' (yoar memmialtet) “and Noonoo 
n<4 granting the fomission in consequence Of ndt'ire(^riiig a^ 
bribe for sO ddng and that your memorialist had, tbefo^^, 
been wspendad : 

13. Tha^ Mr. Officiating Collector Read, on a r^lar 
application, refused to grant your memorialist a, copy the 
aforesaidjl^iort; that, your mmorralist was therefore necb>< 
sitated to apply to the Sud^ Board, to whom 'that report 
had been forwarded by the Commissioner; but beforeyonr ' 
memorialist could obtain a copy from the Boari^, and prepqhs 
and’ submit his pc^tition in reply, dated 8(lth*Octt>ber, 1839^ 
the Sndder Boarti hi^i passed tiicir order upon the report nn 
the S4th September, tS33, and sent it back to tlie Commis- 
noner: that the Sadder Board, therefore, oh die 'ground o^tho 
papers of the case having been sent to the Commissioner of 
the Oividon, after perusal returHHd your mamorialiVt's petition : 
that, your memorialist, in consequence, lost np time 'hi sub. 
mitting the diipliq^ of hlk saSd petition to the Opmmissionee 
of the Division, lid it grieves- your memorialist to submit for 
your Lordship’s considersH^on, that no notice has been taken 
of it to this day : that the matter of Mr. 0%iating Collecior 
Read’s said report having been subseqtionlly referreii,^br in* 
vestigation to Mr. Gouldsbury,,^oiir nwii|miali4t presepted 
the triplicateef his reply loihat ofH^nl^; bh’tMr.ilonIdsbhry 
likewise after peruaal returned it, thej^mnd, that the stfhject 
of Mr; Read’s reference had already"%een dispiijDIcd'of by the 
Board. «ldw’ the matter of bribery, differ ^Rinally speci- 
fieally repofjted on, was the priilcipat nohi^ fur invest i^atjpii 
before him hi President of the Court or '^^i^pairy ; dikt tha->, 
the reply of your meinorialist, anti' hie ptpj^ior a full. Inde- 
pendent, jufUcial investigMion, has beeh pmpletely thrown 

' ' ' • “ . \ 

■ 14. Thj^ hoWever, with reference id Mr. Officiating 
Collector Read’s exposition of hit own potvers as well as « 
the 'ManagOr’feerving under him,' the Boturd’s decision on 
subject of yoUr memorialist’s suspehsion r^ersed 
iitg Collector Recul’s il)|M|$l procewfings, and du th^^poittt df 
remission, confirmed ihil^^iiddce of hoe of Mr. liehaVpftdi* 
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ee«wH ia offiee Inr af 4b|i<« t«i 7 ^ivrwerei ia t|ai>7«A 

I^I9i| the 4eciM<Mi«f the Sadder I^Mrd, dated 8kb S < y< ea» » 
her, 1833^ being foUt»ars$ that " tha IUana§»r tm V a« 

S ftMt mi&i any i;emi4si(m of a jtmma wee Axed *’* and 
a, vith r^ord to the aceneatione of Bijue Govind SMiy(h 
ibainBt your laeiacMrialiMt 'the CominisBioiier of the OiYieiea 
^rttisaed them on the 15th Fehmarj, I83d» ae eatirely destu 
ttite of proof, there not being even the shadow of a sus^ 
cion against yonr memorialist ; the Cimmissionafv therefore, 
ordered yoor^ memorialist to be restored to his utimtion. 

15. Tha^ on the Slat Mwch, 1834, the aforemid Bijue 
Gbviatd ,8iagh praaeeted to tlmSudder Board his petitioa 
ol Appeal against the' decision of the Commissioner, and 
Idmt yuar memoitalist idso submitted by petition his gieunde 
of dissatisfaction with the CominisBioner’s disposal of the 
chse with reference to the conduct dl'l the local author 
titles, and particularly prayed the Board*a notice and 
intention towasds such conduct in their appellate durts* 
diction, as en act of Justice to an individual long 
suffering from the suijnstinabie treatment of Ins case at the 
lieftds M Public Functionaries placed by Governmeitt under 
thtir snrvetiiauce and oonirouli tliettlie ^ijdder Board past 
their final order npen the case on the S6tli ilrptember, 1834^ 
lecordiag it as their opinion, ** tbtt they could not find rea» 
•on for iHtering the decinon of the Commisdoner that, your 
fritmiorialist huidbly submits, that in like manner with the 
OtMttimiuiotter of m Division, the Board also have not beets 

f iltased to tsfce diti‘diglite8tnoti«i of the unwarrantable pub- 
ic conduct of thei# subordioate officers repeatedly com- 
^plmAed of in the petiUonaofyour memorialiac , 

16. That, yeur nt^oriulist here craves leave to submit^ 
(hat, notwithstanding lae favorable testimonials of conduct 
|saiid cb^acter above detailed by your n^pmoitalist, your me- 
moriuH^ h^been li^stljtreinev^ from the sitnation lie had 
so creditanijr filled kfana|rer of the three aforesaid estates; 
and limljier, that,' the plausiDle abounds upon ffiii^ his remo- 
val bna been fpmidad, have reaJly not been inudiwe basis of'* 
euhse^ent nupiagetwnt with n view to the meditated atm *- 
lioraiiutt of the condition of the agricnltnrai tenanif v a“arhgd 
to * 

If. thil.'oi)^ »lit%4th Sepiembw, IjfiSS, the Sudder Board 
proueuneeditM itile<g|l| of tlie tyu^ and other tenantry om 
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tMMi of ihe DiTfatton Co inform them ** under whnC 
the eatftie in <{WMtion had been fnrmed oid an^ ** ui^jto 
what circumstances Mr. I mlacb*’ (your memorialist) **hiH 
otHalUed die Bfanagement of three distinct J^umi94t(r0m 
eompiiring Several PurgunuXf and whether hehasgiTeh 
in each case good and aw(|uSte security for the fkithful ^s> 
chaige of the trust in a sum proportionate to the extent thereof’* 
and that the Board communicated at the same timer 
** all the Regulations bearing on attachments of the 
in questHtn, evidently contemplate adinini^lratiou by dm 
Surburakar, without die enterposiiion of any middleman 
between that officer and the tenantryr Of whatever gradee or 
the property at the commencement of tlie term of inani^epp 
meiit and that the Board further observed that ih% 
Board entertained dottbts whether any single individual ba 
competent to exercise duo care and nmnageinfat in tlie man*^ 
ner contemplated by the Regulations over sfueh exiensivni e«> 
fates as are repotted to be under the charge of Mr. Itulach.** 
18« That, accordingly, Mr." Collector OouldshtuQ^I in hil 
fetter of the 25th October, 1835, to your merooritdist^siradremh 
forwarded extra^ (t*. e. paragraphs SB, part only of Sd, 5 m 
and 7th entira,) mm a lettm rrom the Mcretary to the Sud» 
dor l^rd of Revenue, dited 2ith September, 1833, on tlss 
subject of the reference made by Mr. OiSeiating Collector 
Read, tinder date IStb August, directed^our memorialist's 
particular attention to the 5ui and 7ih paragrepli^ Velatitcqi^ 
the duriea df a Surburakarf and reqti^ed to M infmnuad^ 
under what authority the estatef pla^ under yodr mciiP- 
lialist'e management had been farmed^t to O^rs ?~ 

I9> Thar, yonr memorialist, on the Oc^tobar, furairii« 
ed Mr. Gnlleotor Gouldsbury with ktlTtpaDation re<|utre^ 
which wM, however, httd aside to suit thg^pitventence of his 
friends, the aforesaid farmers, who md put the Collector 
in oosseMion of the statements dea|anded of lliem<till iho 3d 
of Deeembeife-1839, and the following day, tlie ^l Decern* 
her, Mr. (Sector Gouldsbory made bis report in answer*' 
to tha Oonmisrioner's tetter, daWtl 82d October, 1833,: that 
it has pbrnsed Mr. Collecior Gootdsbury in that rqtort^jw 
in very many other places indicated in your mem^alistw_ 
pethioiHi, but indicated ih eabi, to tlie Siidder Board,jp),inlp* 
ispsaseiit your memorratis^ had in end remarkaUe instanga 
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-I - A,at vettOrt whw y^jurwemdriiifirt «^nM6, 

wfi SlIrttor Gcmldsbrtrvi tll«^ alter cowii«ttH€tt«i»R »l«e 
SSbTctS yo..r memtmulUPa answer altar . 

£1^ Collector Gnnltl4i%»y makes 

rt,is«v-^tem of .faiinnigbtifwtts pursued by^achsuct^f 

ianager up fod.eptr«nttHne;lliat,p«riou9loMr. Irjdac^ 

fanniS oil the greater prt of tl.e estate at tins end irf im 
M S/Hijue (.'..vitid Singb, the prOptielnr im fl-antm 
Si® «At dimed Ilie Couit of Sudder DewaOny Adawlut; 
obi^in'^lo ilie grant ofpxientsiwfanns ‘o/*'® Palmer 

dm! ira 3 *’ref«M‘Wl« by that GolM to the Collector of die Dia* 
4fer, nboinfortocd litm. tha. the fannh.g of ibe estate restejl 
witfi the Surhttrnkar, and that he could not 
llr. Collector Gotildsbory ‘‘‘* f®’’®*'"? 

"nart of your memoiialisl’s communication, via. that In 1^3 
Jfnofker. wlie® Uitalool Ho.ssain Waa Manager under Mr* 
^iu%Wollei|thl^ P//rff«n«.s of l‘litittyporeS.ngeea,So<^ 
*m^e Sreepoie, Huvellee Poorneea, ami Muhalat Khnngy 
m let in oiFc f’arrtt' to Messrs. C. ami ( J. Palmer, arid altho 

BHlie Gtrvind Singh represented hjs objectiftis, to ^ese the 
«il created Afoo/mlffidtl, to the Sudder D^anny 
the farm was nllowed to stand good. 'That, whether the 
aoporession of this most imfiortatit circumstance, conveying 
' the sanction of the htohesi judicial authortty tn tlie country,' 
was merely acciltntal, or otherwise, will be very easily de- 
cided by #01- Ldrd^iip by a reference to the iwogredings at 
hrilep# W. CoHeciQf 4ouidsbury in ibecaseiiff yonr me- 

**l'hnt, resolved l^h^tiing rid of your mem^lUt,! 

and anxiyup t<r‘introdpce as bis successor, Mr. Pai- 

nter, the telf-conyicti^fwitness of your memonalirta 
BiiueGovind Collector GouldsbUTy m the 4tb' 

'naraffropb of hii^Prtlithegd of December* expreteea htm- 
b^veiy doubtful, whether according to the con- 
Btrffion^icb,the D.mrd>t.s upon the Auach^l llegula- 
iiooa,it would»^|«'ssil)le for any single indivaual to cxer- 
due eaw^nd manageti^tt over sn«li extet^ye eatetes lu 
atipliSld under charge of Mr. Imlach, coiiif||n^ upwards 
cl^thtfelDistric!,” and be further ptkferVes, that, 
‘Sfileiiis in «»e pre*en|. ca9e; ilwijjjiiuesartjet opt in farm, 

1 «i«fiSf|^fatmol5^|wover ^hat duties remsuti to be exer- 
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ctMl jbf A SurbttFokarfM leveaue couM |iui. 

Im paid by the fumers direot. into the Collector V^ w^r y- 
a4 thcough the medium of a Manager receiving a'eamm^f 
7U0 Vtt|ie9» a month, and Jteeping up an expensive Mtabju^l^ 
ment : I may add, that the .whole of the property 
tender my management, in conseqtmnce ofthe stMpension 
Mr. Irnlach, pending the enquiry, and that 1 do not antictif 
pate that any dilHculty will be experienced by the want of a 
Surburaknr ^ *'*• and, that in the 5th paragraph, after Bta,tiitg 
that your memorialist had charge of three estates, whichi^^A 
him altogether 1..300 rufiees per month, and control over a|i 
extent of .country which it was quite impossible he coultl 
manage nith due care and vigilance 

21. ' That, to face this opinion of Mr. Collector GouMiJ^ 
bury, who had but recently arrived it} the, Pistrict, anti whosA ^ 
a^iiaiutance with thereal state ol aliairsiiras necessarily limit* 
ed, and, liio* but recently arrived, whose, aources of infur* 
maiion, yoar memorialist submits, wertf'taiti^ by private 
induenceand prejudice, your memorialist can protjtube the 
then Utibiased testimony of Mr. Collector whose 

kaowledge, andlntelligence, in geiteral as well m deiaii} with 
respect to the District af Potmeea, sire well lif own to the 
Sudder Jtoard as well as,j» Government : That'i in suppoit 
of the testimony of so llble an Officer as Mr. Hawkins^ . 
if such authority need any support, your tpemoriaiist can 
produce the written acknowledgment of, his accuser . Bijtta 
Govind Singh himself, — the testimony of Mr. Hawkins ia 
common with other public functionaries, being already 
tailed by your memorialist in tl^ 6tli k 7d), and the acknow- 
ledgment of Bijue Govind Singh in^ the lOth paragraph of 
this memorial ; that, the former as a public document is on 
record in (he Collector and Commissioner’s respective ollice«| 
and the latter has been presented to Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury, and by thut otticer filed with .ilbe ffjffUti of your me* 
woriali8t'’B case t— ^ #-'• 

* altho' theVsrmine svstein on a reduced scale itUI rontinue* in full 
operstioti, Mr. Cidleclor’O mldsbnry in September iSllovInx requested 
to he relieved, and reeoaMtended " 1^ B. K. Perry” es fully compe. 
tent to undeHeMt die administration «f the whole “ Miate.’ Saj|i^et. 
lers to tlio Comotitaloner’s address, dated the itdnd ami 29ili oejmnn^, 
183k as also Mr, Mciaiine Commissioner Ward's letter to tiif SNtnif 
BoafS of Rnyeonsi dated ihey|Wi December 1833. > 4 ^ • 
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' That, vttfortana^ for yam nwmorialiiit, 

^iattng GommiBnMer War^ nontbhcuinding the records of 
his office, so favourifote to youf ineinoriahst, in hiskMer 
-Ihe 17fo December, >1833, to the Sudder .Board, .without anv 
ctmsideialion or examination, records his concurrence witb 
Mr. Collector Gonldsbwy, and ohsenres, that the estate 
at niesent under charge of Mr. Iinladi are far too < extensive 
to be managed efficiently, if the collections were required to 
he eondttcted in the manner in which your Board appear to 
thitdli^at they ought to be under the rules of Regulation 
and on the other hand, that if the farmwg system 
be allowed, the services of a •Surhurakar would then become 
unnecessary.” 

B8. That, your memorialist submits, that the extensive et« 
iMrience of Mr. Officiating Commissioner Ward, ought to 
nave put that Officer in mind, that bi general, whenever 
extensive estates have been retained under the immediate 
management bf ^ Collector, iha details of the business 
of suck"ett(ites upon which their beneficial settlement do* 
pmdSf are necessarily thrown so much into the hands of their 
miitisterid officers, (who bjjr means of combination among 
tdfsmaelves, <vmad intrigue with the leading men . among 
the tenantry, as well as other people connected with such 
estates, always secure a handsome tiiboine from them,) the con' 
troul on the paft of the Collector, burtbened with a multipli. 
city of other duties, becomes extremely limited, at times almost 
nontnai that^- tnus, your nieinorUUst submits, that very 
§em instances could be adduced where the productiveness of 
wstotes that managed, have invariably diminished t — Tluit, 
b^ way of example, ybur memorialist will not venture to 
trouble yqut Lordship with any other instances, than aihat 
these \etf ‘ estates affordf that, your nieunorialist humbly At4b> 
mils to your Lorddiip'e consideration, that in 1940 Mfinlkuet 
^ben ihe local -sal^riiies interfered, and iiidertook tha ma* 

^tTproo^ this, Mr.Collectth Gouldslmr) '• own sdniysioo. conlainrd 
o in his letter to jUu; Comawesioner’t addrera, dated 'IM September, 
** 1834 .^aybe quoted. “Atpment nioet of iKo dntifa « hiob pro- 

perlyjelQBg to tld Sm-hutamr devotee apoo me, and mj Hme ia so 
<*fWljil|||j|l^oied with my other uunieroiM aeocattens Halt 1 am oeable 
wtwpt^rficieil.tatMptioa to tliose maiiera wkkoul ^oeatectina, other 
*'ef a'*fMit itnpbttamb. On this accoamjheierore^,^ is desirable that 
*• tlie aafisagrment of itodatale ahonid be Imtiostejl tpa eoutpetepl per* 
" son wEd mkd devott|^ whole of bia lime and itlentiott iheieto.” 
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na^ment of this estate of Hueellee Poocne•%^&c•<^^et' 
eMate yielded forty.' thousand rupees less the first yearyiia^ 
the second about-nfty thousand rupees leas. 

S4. That, the Sudder Board, with nierence to the t|fMt. 
aboTe«iii«itioned letters of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury. 

Ur. Offitnaling Commissioner Ward, informed the 
officer by their Secretary’s letter, dated Slst I'ebruary, 183^ 
(paragraph 2nd) that the Sudder Board consider the 
systent of administering aiiaclied estates which appears to 
have long prevailed in sillah Poornees, to be open to the most 
serious objections, and therefore to demand the earUest 
change that can be brought about without confusion, or 
unnecessary injury to those interests which are involved in an 
eitisting stale of things, for which many of the parties omi« 
cerAed are in no wise responsible,”. and j^ey furtner expraW 
their opinion, “ that it is the duty ofUie Surburakar to 
administer the estate entrusted to his charge in the same 
manner, as would be done by an actiim and intolligenC 
proprietor, drawing his rents as nearly as iht cnatomaiind 
institutions of the people will permit, from the'idass wbo 
actually raise file crops from which the rente result; that 
every middleman interposed between the Msasger and dm 
first real payer, must live on the income property belonging 
to the zumittdar : tliM k aught to have occurred to Air« 
Imlach, that an officer is not selected to manage an extensive 
and most valuable property with a handsome salary in onlec 
.that he may imitate the self-indulgent and injudicious admi- 
nistration of their landed pro))erty, which too many Hindlee 
fSHinindfu-s give into most trec^ently totbekr niia;”'tha^ 
here the Board are pleased to institute between the Mniirs 
Palmer and your memorialist a comparison which out ef 
drference he declines to quote; that' in contiimtion dip 
Board observes, that, had your memorialist collected tfin 
rents more immediately fromtlm rytits, ht.would have added' 
to the income of the proprietors* conn^rable part of the 
profits enjoyed by the moslqleri 'znddurmostajen that 
after laying down the foregoing premises, the Board aro 
pleased to pronou njm the foTlaUfltg sentence on your me- 
morialist: t It is true that &£r/ Imlach has iiicap|citoted 
himself for the proper discharge of bis dutv to the xumindan 
of jpt$rgiMu Httyeneee,'^8tc, by undertalting* charges '^ 'a 
umiW natv^.4v. .too extensive to , be executed by ' “app 
individual who aoes not render his office a sinecure by let* 
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ont dhe Mate eomndited to bh hands ;*^ raid, t^at nt 
' 4th the; Board lay it down asa rale, tliat <* no 

Afaniq^ should be entrusted with the management of a 
•t fa j w er edtate than he can administer wilhont siiblettiag ; that, 
ell erhich have been granted by a Surburak&r without 
'due aufrhoiityj should be nupked with the least nnobjee* 
tionable dehiy 5 and that leniifes created by farmers holding 
wich leafes should fall with the leases 
'3^' Thaty-'here your memorialist would 'in the first place 
a6lfSt> •your Lordship's notice to the manner in which he 
was, with the sanction of his superior, elected by the proprie. 
tors of Soorja}K>re and Sowsa Btinbhag^i and in the next place' 
most humbly to submit, that the construction which it has pleas> 
•dthe Sitdder Board to put upon the Attachment Regulations, 
was promulgated to the first time on. the- S4(h September, 
18S3, previous to vmch dale, the said Regulations were not 
understood in • that light either by any of your memorialist 'a 
iwtmpediatS'iiwet^ors, orby the memorialist himself; — that, 

S urM^hiuriank submits, drat even Mr. Collector Goulds» 
Iry, as well as Mr. OIBciating Commissioner Ward appear* 
in their letters to refer to the Board’s constfnetion of those 


H«gulationsa|> rather novel than otherwise ; that up to the date 
o^resaid, the local Authorities of the District as well as 
yeur memorialist, subject to theif correction, were guided 
lU the pertonumoe of their duty by the construction of 
the buudev Dewaaity Adawint with regard to the Re« 
gdations in question ; that in proofj, yotnr memorialist 
leave to snbnut to your Lordship’s very particular 
cuMderatiba, that wlien vb/t estate was held under a^ 
ta^lknent by the Civil iJourt, the said Messrs.' Palmer ob* 
tpined in Moolkee^ « lease of the same extensive fiurm, 
lild sublefit ; and tliM altho’ the aforesaid B^ue Gevind 
Singh petitioned the Sudder Dewanny •^Adawlut objecting^ 
ifite-graot of the fiirm’to the Messrs. Palmer, tlie Court,-~the 
highest juctobd authority if. the country, —‘allowed the lease 
tO" stand good :~henee . -the conclusion is natutd, that the 
Roald's coMtuetton of the Regulations in question, istlecid. 
^ly at variance with that o(^|k^ fai|^i eifj 3jCourt of Law : 

•fid. ^'faut, your- memoridist very niimbU submits, that 
uftbe Stidder >Boifd- with 'r^rd to estates mid underat- 
taih^ Ht, of wbkk 4hf ^prieton,' or A^jdelf^ei are 
ahto^ en dfit jput .ff low ffier ton kthiMta, laake to 
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grettcM iMneflt of the profrieton their ruliH|pi(|hd|lih}ihM|||L 
devdvifii^ upon (he Hi^venoe Oflicers in their cnpn^Jfw 
Court of Words, oojrhi Stitt more psrtienthrty tn be oMitkn 
to the fntl benefit of H* otteratinns ; yet, in 1S40 Jfeo/iNK 
the Sudder Board, in its cafmeity of Court ofWaA-e^ 
proved and sanctioned, on the mere recommendation m Mr, 
Officiating Oullector Reidi '*' of these very Messrs^ 

Fainter the creation of a very extensive farm, on the Tptqpora 
estate, attiio* the said estate had already been jtidietmnily’ 
]et out b^ its late proprietress in small farms ;~That, in prO^ 
of the principle whicii has swayed the Board with referenen 
to the Hu vet lee Poomeea CHtale, not beiii^ a fixed princifde 
of general and unif<wm opeiation, your inemoriulist craves 
leave to submit, that wiiiic with respect to the Huveilesp 
Poameca estate the Board are pleased to declare the system 
open to tlie most, serious objections, and sugeeit, that, (Ikt 
best way of disposing of the lease to the Messrs, rttlmer will be 
to cancel it from the end of the year 1240, and to-ttiake them 
whatever remission shall appear unavoidable as a measuse 
ofjusuce to them, with respect to the Tas|)ore estate, ulthe* 
the executor has proved the Will,— proved at the Ame time, 
the tnaihed' preference given to the Messrs. Palmer on asmalier 
jumma than was offered by another candidate for the farm, 
and hm iroreover obtained possession of the estate fiom the 
Court of Wards, yet, these extensive farmen^ in spite of nli 
die exertions of the executor in the Colleietm''s office, at the 
office of Commissioner of Revenue, and at the Sudder Board 
praying, that the lease should be cancelled, as it was tlleeatty 
granted to them, retain the farm undisturbed tothi3dayiw.Thim 
thus, whilst your memoriaffst was immediately under tlie^rM 
of the local aatliorities, Civil as well as Revenue, performai|| 
his duty in accordance with the coiistrAction of die Suddnr 
Bewanny Adawlut with respect to the ttegulations beanu^ 
on attachments, the Sudder Board were (dcased to put a* 
different construction on them, and according to that coa> 
t-tructiem, to prescribe the duties of a S»rburakar, find fault 
with your memorialist, and in spite of the recorded testimo* 
ny of the ColletHors {pf the Oietiiet, Commisbioners of the 
Bivision, and^'Olf the written acknowledgment of Bijue Go- 
vind Singh hims^, in his fiivour, to pronounce Ins manage- 
tnent repnehenmide. That, U is further worthy of your Lmid* 
tffnp’s notice mtd attenikm. that in die Distnet of FoomeMr 
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SitASer Board deduce your memorialises in-caftedtation 
^#or the woper dtscliar^e of his duty to the xurnindarset Put- 
Huvellee Po'omeea, &c. from his election IO 5 and ac« 
treptnnce of, the nianaf;ement of two other estates,— yet, in 
the District of Mymtinsingh, your memorialiS was fwrmith 
ted to retdiV'the ninnagement of three distinct estates, allege* 
ther comprising a very great extent, with the knowledge and 
tanetioh of the Siidder Board 

97< Tliat, your memorialis here begs permission to state 
fbr tlte imforinaiion of your Lordship, as it has not consisted 
with the views of his immediate superior to take the slightest 
notice of it, that in iS89 Moolkee, in order to encrease the 
income of the proprietors, your ineihorialist, in the settle* 
ment of the estate of Htivellee Poorneea, &c. made every 
eifort in his power to lei it out in small portions, as his'pro* 
clamations and Roohukaries of settlement, .delivered by him 
into Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's office amply attest : but that 
the exertions of your meinoriulist in obtaining applications, 
did not exceed SB, 000 rn|)ecs out of a jumma of upwards of 
S lacks, in the course of a month and half ; that the influence 
poHses«ed by the Messrs. Palmer in every official department 
thronghout the District, nnd the consequent sway, with which 
«nch influence could not fail to invest them over the inhabitants 
of the District of Poorneea, proved an insuperable biQffo the 
settlement contemplateti by your memorialist: that, the class 
of people with wlwm your memorialist was the most desirous 
of settling, anti who also were thernost likely to settle with him, 
Were generally the principal tenants upon the estate; but 
the Messrs. Palmer were in the field as condidates for the 
farm, and these tenants, who had been durmoatojers and 
.^tvuts under them, from personal experience and observation 
;duly eitfimated ilie power possessed by the farmers : your 
ihemorialist submits, that the knowledge of such power,— a 
-power remarkable for its notoriety far and wide,— was more 
than enoi^ to deter tenants from bidding for any farm, for 
which the Messrs. Palmer stood forth as condidates : — 

That, here yotir memorialist hopes, that it will not 
be considered out of place, if he bri4j9y state the exertion 
of this power on tfie part of the Messrs. PaVmr, when attend 
or a dependant was to be supported in lawless acts : that so 
late as even after the arrival of Mr. Collaetor apd- Magis* 
trate' Geuifhharyif if a tenant or fanner basattm^ied to r^ist 
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the illegal douiiieering treatment ..of the propvietor .of m| 
estate) Mid eucb proprietory unwilling from a sense Qt 
lice to iiBve recourse to lawy or^ unable from want U powi^ * 
to cope witbhU tenant or farmer without reooiirse^. 
sought tbeeid of Mr. (leorge t^ulmcrin fwrticulary he .waa 
sure to obtoin the assistance of a band of peadm out of a 
host at all times at the Messrs. Palmer's disposal t — thattjta 
character of both master and meny hud been so well estab* 
lisbed throughout the Districty that their appearence in fa- 
vour of a party, seldom if ever failed to put an end to every. 
description of resistance or opposition however jiistifiuhle on 
the part of the oppressed : — that, hence it becomes a matter 
of consideration, what might he the extent to wliich they 
must have carried their power, where iheir own iminediata 
iniert>st8 have been concerned ? 

29. That, your memorialist hiitnbly submits, that iindor 
the then existing untoward circumstances, your memorialist 
could not possibly have fell himself justihed iu deviating 
to any great extent, witiiout the express injunction of supe- 
rior authority, from a system of munagemeut which had 
been so long established and upheld by the uniform practice 
of the Judicial and Revenue Officers nuder (jSovernineur, 
and by its prevalence under the m( si active and intelligent , 
prupi;ietors not in the District of Poorneca alone, but in 
the surrounding Districts likewise, since tiie Honourable 
Compunv’s actpiisition of this part of the country. 

30. That, as from the line of rondiict which Mr. Collec- 
tor Gonidsbury has pursued with respect to your meinorud- 
ist ever since he came in contact with Mr, George Palmer, 
your memoriulisl is sure, that it has not pleased Mr. Col- 
lector Gonidsbury, with tlie comluur and impartiality be- 
coming an indefietidant puldic servant, iw submit to superior 
aitthority ctYtaiii letters addressed by yth^r meinoriaiist io 
answer to that Officer, your meniprialist begs leave humbly, 
to sitbmit that Mr. Collector Gouldsbury with his letter of 
the 24tli march, 18J(, forwarded to your mmnorialist an eg., 
tract (paragraph 3J ) of a letter from (he Sudder Roard 
of Revenue containing, their semtiinenis regnrdtug the sys- 
tem of farming (he estates, and re<)uesied to be inform- 
ed distinctly whnt objections exists in each rase of these 
leases being revoked,” and wlieiher your memorialist cop# 
atdeted the jwtentioa of die durmosli^en iiidispenaible, iat 
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whatever estates he might be |>ermitted to retain under hie 
inonagepicnt lUah on the 2^h ,8laii;b, vottr.iiieBiorialist 
repliiSl to Ml*. Culleetor Ooitldi^ry on the subject of 
Hilvellee Poorneea estate, that with regard ** to tlie abstract 
question of revokieg the leases at any time, as it involved 
invarious ways the interei>ts of several numerous clusses-of 
‘^Britibli subjects, many, of whom in consequence of these 
. very leases apd under leases emanating from tliem, being re- 
^ognised by the Civil Courts, have on the one hand rcalis* 
siibstantinl a<l vantages — whilst very many, on tlie 
If'^ljer band, by tlie same means been reduced to poverty 
’ and distress, — and thus in your memorialist's humble tmi. 
nion it involved a point of equity as well as Jaw— after 
^be orders ofa very high authority had been passed on it, 
your memorialist begged to submit whether it would not 
^ be presumptuous in him to offer an opinion upon a 
^ point at once so complictued and weighty c that, with 
“ respect- to the retention of the durmoslajers, your me- 
^ morialist submitted, that in his humble opinion it was ab- 
solutely necessary to retain for some time to coire the 
grade of farmers who ate immediately connected with, 
and collect’ the rent directly from, the be tliey mos- 

^ ^ajers^ durmoslajers f or kutkeenadarSf to wiiom the rt/uls 
almost without exception, either in arrears of reut, or 
■'P indebted hv Itfqavee : that with reference to theconiempiat- 
•‘‘edchangeJn tliiSs, system of mariagemenf, your memorialist 
** Itcggfid to state, that he considered himself com|)etent 
^*-10 ^ care t'f all the estates then under his management^ 
ckV encreSse of establishment in porportion to the encrease of 
" details being aUlitfshunld require; and that, with respect 
" to his general manner of con««ting business, your memo- 
‘‘M rialist be^cd ^^fttrence to -^ue recorded opinions of his 
BUfwIbrs, Messrs. Lowis and Hawkins, Hr, 
-4’collfttor Gouldsbuiy’s immediate predecessors in office, 
^ iind ti> the majority 01 the proprietors as well as the great 
“ body of fanners and ryuis^ who had been placed under 
**1us ctmliS^il for the last 4 year^ m Manager of tlicse 
“ estates :**— Here, your meimirialkt craves leave most 
humbly to submit, that, w4th resped- te4l|tC‘ settlement of 
fluvelihe Ponriteea, Stc. tlie subsequent proceedings of 
Mr. Collector Goukisinivy bear ample -testimony Mo the 
dvgne of ei^itiou which lu^ been,, thq’ unadcutityled jreeb 
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tirtnallr jpaid to this repeoeotation of yoor womorlalirt* r ;? 

•H. That, on the 1 4th ivpril, following, your meMoria^t 
wuh regard to ihe Soorjapure estate reproseo ted to 
tor (joirtdsbury “ that frotn the year J2 d 0 to 1231 J/oo^/v, 
IV * umtvT the iuviadiCtion oftheGiurtof 

Wards, during wliiili period of 31 yrars^Jt had accondhig 
^ to th(i cusCoiii which hai previously pro'' 4 'ii!»'fl, Wen let in ‘ 
‘I Talmq •#, Mwxas, Sic. ; that, from 1222 to 1235 
I HW enaifi had bc-n held uiuler attachment by the Ciril. 
t'ourt, ji.tI tliat the same aysteio of far.n ngout coiitlnliftl 
fiir fouruci; jcara^-witli t!ie san.tion <>f that Court; aht^ 
tliat, ev.;r since it had been transforrad to the {'(Jlccti'rate, 
tjic system adopted liy the Civ.i Gturt had i.een rcgnllSHy 
ai’licrcil to ; — ail i the'C leases had, from the begiiminga^ 
u memorialist’s representation, been rec^- 

iiized -n all Courts, and on the strength of them dccredi 
‘‘olMa.ued and arrears of rent realized:— That the J/ft.s^ir/. 
‘y’-'-A- and ilifir securities were dne to the estate 182.1165 
‘ nip.-es ; ;»iu that, if previous to the expiration of th^ 
icuses their pattah^ be aiiiiuUed, the qubooleeutS and tecn^ 

‘‘ ritii‘8 h.'ld by your memorialist, wou’d neewsarily become 
‘ oidl and Tuiii ; hence your memorialist submitted, iirwbat 
‘ o.iaunev were these heavy arrears to be guaranteed a'td 
■ tea Zed ? — That, a Darbiiwlee (or purguna raw*) did not 
e\i.^t in this Purgimit, but that perhxlieat settlciiieiils for 
I' ccriaiti amounts of rent (which duituated according to 
*’ eiicumstanc! ) bad obtained; that. ftfr. Colcbrob'kc 'Itad 
*' gone to the l^argnuu to csialilish the rates, but returned 
“ wiihout eireciiiig liis purpose ; and that ever since, the 
*’ oiigioal custom of letting out for a certain period, at more or 
‘‘less rent ha.l continued That, previous to eommencilig 
“ on kkn\ collection, it was absolutely necessary to wttb ^ 
rates of the Purgunu with the consent of the culiivatjurs 
“ and. the z inhidm, which, howevpr, would be a work of 
“ time, that cimscquently, it was impossible to conmience with 
** kluiit collections immidiately upon this cstste:— That, the 
“ system of fai^ng had from time immemorial, urevailed in tliia 
“ Purguuut k'nd iliat the suddep abrogation or so long etai|4* 

* &•'« Ilf , Ooll ciQi G iulifsbert^’s l-Wir to ilie CcM«iBis»iooer*ifiMU 
wc|t,ii«i«U die JlOth Ma}, ^igrapkS. * ' ^ 
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** hig a custom wooM lend to nttudi loss and. eonfimont far 
** whickj^ yomr memorisHst sutomttoc)* whether the zunieti^ 
*’ dnra’9ou\d no# ^ d«in an .eqoid remisston in the revenue 
“ which they had contracted to pay to Government ?-i<^TI)at, 
** tlie riibl)(>e crop belonged to the MosMjerat and the 
-season ^ conMiencing cultivation for the new year just. 
** come inlrkving arrived, should the farms be annuUetl at this 
** critical period without a durhundee being fixed, the calti> 
** vatmcK would not go on with their labors, and to settle the 
rtwes, as above stated, was the work of time; cultivation, 
therefore, would be impeded and the sunount of thp Go- 
raiment revenue ntrt realizcd^in V24ti Mtmikee That, 
thefaimers had advanced money and seed to the ryuta^ who 
** 4lrre at the same time in arrears to them ; and if the farms 
** .,be revoked, the farmers would press the ryata to pay to the 
** utmost of their means the above-mentioned advances and 
*• arrears, and reduce the ryuta^to poverty and ruin, from 
“ which to save and protect them, a very considerable ad- 
*' Vance in money and seed would be necessary ; but, that, as 
** there were no funds in the kork k'lchutee^ ffhence was this 
aid to be derived Here also your memorialist begs leave 
vaty>humbly to submit, that alihoiigh this representation of 
your memorialist retrains likewise unacknowledged, tlie subse* 
qiinit official proceedings regarding this estate have been 
virtually bused-upon h, and the system so strongly reprehended 
with jretofCnce to roar memorialist's management, continues ia 
full i^peration to this day : 

32. 'J hat, youf memorialist now begs leave to bring to 

J rour I.nrdshtp's notice certain statements made by hlr- Gol* 
eett'f Gouldsbury in his letter of the 26th March, lUfi-lr, with ' 
a view to your memerihlist's removal, and the. introduction of 
hia.'fHetida the Messrs. Palmer in successionto your meipori- 
Bli#t,that, Firstly— -Mr. Collector Gouldshury in submitting ' 
Ids opinion with referenM to the letter of the Sudder Hoard, 
dated 2 1 St ‘pahmary, 1834, in the second paragraph attrU 
butes the prevalence of very great distreas among the agri- 
tultural classes to the most destruetivo system «i|.;inansgemeiit 
hith#rto4id<i|>ted hy the Maha^rs of letting out the estatos 
to the- highest bidders that, hese your memorialist craves 
leave most rcqtti^i^ully to the attention of your f^ardtihip 

to iklr. Collector Gouldshury 's IHter of the 20tb February, 
1^4, to tha Coninissionery'ii^dnsajvhereiD, he lemM acot- 
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deritslly to liove lost sifrHt of your memoridnt^ in wcMim^i^ 
in;; the applitsation of Messrs. Palmer for aremtssioOyiHi^oii^ 
ing his recommendation of it^-opon the prevalence t^tno'frerj 
same distress, but describing the causes oTthat distress tn-io 
partial famine, stoppage of large sums if money in the Sli^ - 
of I n<iigo advances, the brmiciug^ of gr^ merchants' e«r' 
tablishmeuts, and the granting plMand free of rent for a lo^ ^ 
period in the Morung hcnee, your memorialist subouts, 
that even fro n the testimony of Mr. Collector Gouldsburjr 
bimsdf, a witness of no small importance in the case of yourj ' 
memorialists he is justiKcd in deducing as a natural come- ' 
qtienee, that the distress alleged to have existed in Poornem, 
is not attributable altogether to the evil effects of the farming 
system in general, or to any acts of' your memorialist in nav- 
tieular : luit your memorialist Itegs leave to submit further, 
that he was on the 15th I'ehriiary, acquitted of the foul 
charges preferred against liimhy BijueGovind dingbat the 
instigation of Mr. George Palmer, and was ortlered to lie re- 
stored to his situation ; it, therefore, became necessay to tind 
out some other pretence to effect his removal ; and thus, what 
was beffire in eirder to benetit the farmers, attributed to 
famine, &c. is now like a medicine of many virtues, capable 
of producing opposite effects in the hands of Mr. Cu^ctor 
Gouldsbury, made to militate against your memorialist : — < 
That, Secondly — in the 3rd paragraph, Mr. Coliectov 
Gouldsbury is pleased to pronounce your memoriali;M;'s situ- 
ation a sinecure, and in ihe 4tli to adduce the Messrs. Pal* 
mer's farm of the liuvelice estate (for which he bad, previously 
granted them a remission of i..’l,000 rupees) ** as tlie best 
proof of tite |ierniciuus effects of the syetein that in reftita* . 
tion of the formef, your mcMnoriali'st trusts, that after the tes- 
timonials and other circuinstiincos, submitted in some of the 
foregoing piq;ev, heneetis not trouble your Jmnlsliip, wltti 
any 'thing in addition ; but ^witb re^rect to the latter, your 
memorialist f^ls himself called upoii' to state for the coosi- 
dcration of your Lordship, that these firm ers have been con- 
cerned in the fitniVr.^ theuhoTe'meutioned estate since ^ ^ 
year 1 135 J/'i»/4(sc| their first lease having commenced’, with 
that' year and terminated U|^ li^; that, fully awareof.^e 
condition of the estate and simulated hy tite proiit ari4ug 
out ofMl up til that period, (hey again took the farm in i%4k): 
that in the first lease they held but a 4aana share iu the farm. 
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iTid !t is wonhy of your Lordliiip's rongiclrrr.ticm^ 

that its n^ana^cment rested entmiy with their ]>.? fnor, hanker 
atid beturky, Salamut llae, ahbfrrm the collecti' ns oriheffnm 
paid annually to your memorialist alwmt^.r^.CCO ! hut 

that fr< m ihejiar li:40 3/oo,/rer, the Messrs, rjiln er lork 
the farm l>y theiJlteIvf»s alone, and the space of a verv few moniha 
ahewcet tiieir incapacity for managc mc; t, arsiag as y< nr 
memorialist is prepared toprove^ from their tyranny ai d op- 
pression ;.-^That,ThiitlJj — ^Ali G>l!tctor ( ouIdslMiry in the Ttli 
paragraph « after expressing his coincic'tnce with ii:c opinion 
of the odder l.oard. that it would le necessary fir jour 
memorialist to divest himself of the managen^ent of iwo o’t the 
three estates, is pleased to observe, that circrmstancts, vlii# li 
have been brought to light during the inviMigatiitn of ilie 
charges lately preferred against Mr. imladi render it/’ .n Mr. 
Gouldsbury’s opinion, on every account ohjectionahio that 
he’’ (voiir memorialist) should retain the managr inent of the 
liincllce estate, in direct ( pposition to the wishes of at least 
one of the proprietors, and the only one of them of an oge 
(Epahle of judging rightly how his interest' have been aflic ted 
the injudicious manage nunt of the Sttrhiutko r T {hntf 
%ith regard to Mr. Collector C;oiiIdsiiury"s daik insinuation, 
covnryeclin the foregoing Quotation, your memorialist has briefly 
to submit,— wbttlier wnli re^peet to the t'oinmissioner tjf ihi 
Hivision, after your n cmorialist had been bonorahly acquitted 
by tlmt- officer t>f the charges preferred ly Iiijise i>o\ind 
Sfingh against him at the imtigntioii of Mr. Ccoige Talmer, 
“as being entirely destitute of proof,'" it he not ahogether out 
of place IVIr. Gdlectov (>ouldsbury, as subordinate to the 
<^^>iniiirssioneT, thus indirectly to iti pugn h's judgment and 
m^ision; — and with fegard to your memuialist, utterly tinjiis- 
liflahle thus officially to indulge in a groundless insimatim; 
and with'nspect to ihe pn’prieior. who ahuie in Mr. Gedlertor 
(iOuld6hury\ opinion, capable cf judging rightly, your mc- 
motrialist has merely to ohfservc that Mr. C<>llertor CauUUbury 
seems lo have iorgotteii alutgether. that that very proprietrr. in 
bis latter of the24th Kariiek. 1 240 aubmitied by your 

meroorialist to Mr i olkctejr CouJchl luy as Tresident of the 
4 ourt of ]'*tiqniry,^ha8 fccurded his ibui unbiased testimony, 
tbat, his property was before managed to so much adran* 
tj'ge as by your nn mrriahs^ ;-^Tbai— Fourthly, Mr. .Collector 
.Otuldsbury ,iii the^th paragraph proposes the rtaentionoffour 

% 
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memortalUt in the msnaj^ent of the 
the ground that the proprietors have not objected ta..iiis mor 
nagemcnt. and in the 3th paragraph recommends the appointment., 
of cither hfr. Charles or < !eorge Paltne<'iii Rueccssion to vomr. 
memoriali>^t in the Huveliee estate, because iii$ of unnlmti 
and further adds, that he recommcmtl them with tha 
utmost reliance upon their* integrity and coi»))ctency for the 
task; — That, with respect t* theiiit grity of Mr. (ieorge Pal- 
mer, and the competency of both, tliiis strongly upheld by 
Mr. Collector (I'uuidsbury, your memorialist bees Icavo to 
submit, that the said Mr Coorge Palmer on the 11 th Novem- 
ber, 1833, in his dep si inn before Mr. Collector Coiildshury 
as Ptisident of ihe Giurt of Knquiry, v irtu.*t I y declared na 
onth, that he had on'ered a hrihe under tlic ineiUid reservation 
of giving it or not giving it. acenrding to cir.nim'itanreSf th'.ii 
avowing imposition to be one of his principles of tli'.oking and 
acting; and that, it is worthy of vonr I.prdship's ubs('rv.vion, 
that Mr. Collector (•onidsliury in li s lett^ (>f the 1st Kehni- 
aiy llt34!. to the ('nmmis>ioncr of the Division, has hiine It' pie- 
vionsly declared that ** Mr. Palmer has certainly been to 
blame for beeoiniiig a party to a corrupt transartinn that, 
nevertheless, Mr. ollceior (hiuldsbury has not hesitated to 
uphold the ‘aid Mr. Ceorge Palmer as a person of ti]}nu;ht 
foi.dutt,'^ and both of them as fully competent to the ma- 
nagement of the estate at large, altho’ th -y have egregiously 
mismanaged their own farm, which constitutes liut a part of 
the estate; and the talary of 7 OO rupees per niondi has l>ecn 
considered a large sum for your memorialist, yet nut too much 
for the Messrs. Palmer : — 

That, Pifthly - Mr. Collector Gmddshury in the lOth 
paragraph, after pointing out certain advantages to he derived 
from the appointment of the Messrs. Palmer is pleased to 
assert, that your memorialist ** ir not noquanted with the’ 
internal arrangement of the Alehnls .•'"-iWthat, your meinorialist 
in deference l>egs Ifave to submit, that the re-wtls ofy )ur me- 
morialist’s office transferred l>y him to Mr. Ci'l!pi‘t.>r oulds- 
bury. if it had please4.ithat O'fficec, orcoiis's^ed »it!i his ■mani- 
fest views, to take the trouble of bolting into them for inform^ 
ation, would have furnished him with am}d« o"it' -n.-e to tlie 
contrary, and perhapa, iprevenU’d him from ii.- uD^ng iiv^wso 
ai-sertion^end vegue insinnatiiiiis aga'iist y->ui lucmaiitiltst, 
*itliout any regard to facts 
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TKst, MrCaliec^r Gouldsbury in the litli part* 

ffropb^ with* a yiew to putting masters «n a more healthy foot- 
ing for the future, proposes **the first thing to be (Tone must be 
**'|n revolte the whole of the farms granted by the Surbnrakar, 
*' which miy be done at the expiration of the present year 
** without subjecting the farmers to any serious injury : — all 
intermediate gratles of tenant which have been created by 
** these farmers hetacen themselves and (he r^/(/s,mu8t of course 
c^ikscy * and tlic Suihurakar will have to collect in most ins- 
** tanecs from the actual cultivators of the soil; — the retention 
^'^ (if the d’trmoitajers may be desirable in some casdis, but as 
** ngcncral measureihe thinkks it would be objectionable and 
in t!ie Hth paragraph, Mr. Collector (jouldsbury detlares 
that. he does not anti<ipate that any valid objections will be 
** made against the revocation of such leases, and displays 
his anxiety to effect the removal of your memorialist from, and 
to place either of his^frtends, the Messrs. Palmer, in charge of, 
the Huvelfee jPonnicea estate, with all speed, by intimating 
to ^the C'onimissioner of the Division, that “ if he agreed with 
him regarding the arrangements now proposed, they could be 
; tittered upon at: cnee as a temporary measure, until thesenti- 
|l)'mta;of the Sudder Board on the subject could be procured ” 
^ That, ydiir memorialist now bogs leave to state, that 
l^er due consideration of every representation hitherto made 
Jby Mr. Collector Gouldsbury, the Commissioner of the Division 
in his letter of the Ist ^pril, 1i(34, addressed to the Sigler 
Board, gave his opinion that your memorialist might be 
itetained as Mantig'er uftiic largest estate, eras a general super- 
intendent, or supervisor, and at the. same time opposed the 
appointmeiit c^tfic hfeters. Palmer oh the ground, that, ‘‘ the 
** charges jprelerrcd by Baja Bijue Govihd Singh at the insti- 
•‘‘jgation ofllic farmers against 3ilr. Imlacb, had been dis- 
.'<*%iBstll, as. entirely ^stitutc of proof, aud this was in his 
** opinion,. <m g out o^t^ny other reasons, why the Messrs. 
f* Balme’^ ml^ld not he efj^rusted with the management of any 
** i^t of the estate.'* 

S^' Tbat|^e Sad4i^ Ba»rd in theiHetter of the ihith April, 
11^, inanslm to the Idoliniissioner's letter of the Ist April, 
ntnii|^d ito the sentimenta tlieyhiid fdrmerly exprewcjdt noticed 
wiw'satisfhytipn, tint the local ahffierities were awi^re'^rf the 
serious evil p| auhicttiiig, — approved of the attahgeraents 
proposed fey Mf.^'^jfeollectoir Gouldsbury, with the exception ol 

^ ^ If* tiler lo rn>it|iiic iliis ikic 3tiJ. |iiuCpr*Mt't OulU’Ctar 

Qo^ulilsbar} s Ultcr of iOili. Ifii}, 
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a^ppointipg eitherof tie .^epira, Palmer to tlie managwrttt 
of Huveilee Puorneea, ^ordrnd y«ur mcmoritillt to lie re*' 
..moved from this estate and n stricted to the charge of S0oiw 
japorC) directed a cotnjpetentsticcrssor to he itnaieciiaudy select^ ’ 
by the Collector, auKested that the beat way of tli^ihwii^. 
of the lesMof the \Te88ra. Palmer would be to cancel it from 
the end of the year 1240 Mdo.kee, and to make them whoi 
remission should appear to be unavoidable as a incahure of 
justice to them, and relied on the Coninii.>^sioner, that hia 
** relaxation of the Zoffieendora’ demand bhuuki be made in such 
o way, that it would assuredly give to the ryuts their jmt pro^, 
o portion of that lewissioti, for he was tl.e party most dost rv» 
ing pf indulgence, and whom it concerns tlic peniianent 
interest of the proprietors, and the benclit of the cstatCfi^ 
*'• which should be inseparable, to nourish and prutcei.'*> 
c5. That, in conformity with the Uoaru's instructions, 
the Messrs. Palmer's deed of reiinqubhment huviug 
accepted by the Cemmissirne^ Mr. Collector Gouldbhury in 
relieving your memorialist from the charge of nhe liuvetlcc 
estate, appointed 6 Managers, but contrary to the sentimenu 
of the Judder Board as well as his own recorded . opinion, 
by bis Hoobakaree of the 7th May, 1834, ordered ihe'rctcntioA 
of air such of Messrs. Palmer's under farmers as ruHecUrd 
their rents immediately from the cultivators of the soil ; — tliat, 
Eul||equently, Mr. Collector Couldsbury ordered the whola,^ 
of the Moitajert, Dutnwstajert £mktenadiiT,t rriaied '' 
by jfe aforesaid farmers, to be retained ; and Put gums 
Kuteehar and' Koomarcepore, which had become Uuis, to be 
farmed out l}y Mr. Manager Perry ; — That, in like manner, 
in two other estates, the system of management so strongly , 
reprehended withrofercncc to your memorwlist, under the new 
management also, notwithstanding Mr. Collector (loBldsbuiy’s 
laudation of the Manager of Suorjapore in bis letter. ot‘ ilw 
ird October, 1834, to the (.‘otpmissi«ner)i address ; co/iftytr/ea 
(iltitgetker undutuibid ; and that, altlid* the remission sqlb. 
tiled by the Palmers lias been granted by Mr. Collector' 
liouldsbury, yet notwitbstapding the orders, nay the concern 
and anxiety of the Sudder Board on the subject of the poor . 

they have not to this day participateil to the 
df a single ki/oree in the brneHt ot the said leinibsioii : 

36 That, your memorialist begs Icav e to submit to the 
conudentioii of your Lordship, w hcilnr under the mask of 
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the intereitof the mmindartf and amelibrittag 
the Condition of the tenantry, the jeti^uval of your memoriahat, 
like the riddsnee of a tliom, has not been the principal , 

object of both Mr. <)IBciatinjB; Collector Head and Mr. Collec- 
tor tiouldsbury, in their plamiMe repreaentationa, in short, 
in at) the tneatnreS} which they have taken with leg .rd to 
ytntr memorialist: 

H'J. Th it, your memorialist hegs leave to submit further, 
that from t meto time, in his several petitions of Appeal to the 
Commti^ioner of the Division, and to the .Midder i.oard, and 
tiltiroutL-ly in his Appeal from the decision of the (’ommissioner, 
your memorialist lias clearly and distinctly represented the 
unwarrau table conduct of the local authorities towards, him, 
as well as the anhn7is wiih which they have been palpably 
acting against bint in violation of the principles of j usti'-e ; 
but, that, his representations have been made in va.n : that 
i>eittier the Commissioner of the Division, nor the $sud<ier 
Hoard of Hevenue has taken the- .slightest notice of the unjus- 
tifiable proceedings of cither Mr’ OHiciating Collector Head, 
pr Mr. Collector (ioaUisburv ; nor is there on the face of the 
proceedings of those appellate authorities finally di-<pi>8iii,g 
frf the case of your lucnioiialist, a single syllable to be found 
stating the ground of their passing over in silence, either yonr 
, aaeinoriHiist's represintations,or Messrs. Head and (moulds- 
.bnry's unoarraiitabie public conduct, or their personaj^y 
mixiag^ themselves up, a.<i those Officers have done, in a man- 
ner. ut^ccoroing the stiition of independent public serv^ts, 
|a^e fnterestra views cf Mr. George Palmer and others, 
tte notoriously combined enemies of your memorii^t. 

That, the silence of the appellate authorities upon 
npniint of aomuch mpnrlance, admits of hut 2 constructions, 
.yis, that .they cither have been convinced of the correctness 
^nf^.yotH^^.ineniorialist's representations, and connived at the 
misconduct. of their subordinige Officers,— or, considering 
repiffe^tations unjust or otherwise improper, have not 
^''doomed them worthy of imy notice. That,, your memorialist 
suh|nits, whetbyr, an ording to either construction, the ttilence 
of'tnespprlHie authoritbs admits of any even the slightest 
dt'gree of justification or defence I 
b9> 'i'bat, here your ineniorialist, most humbly stdrmits, 
thit attending fo the due administration of justite, and watch- 
ing over the conduct of their subordinate public officers^ /ana 
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6tie of the most important branches of the business of all appel* 
late Courts, and constitute at all times one of their most esseu* 
tiaLdutiea:— 

That, < n the representation of palpableinjustice or iUegallitjf 
in the proceedings, or disqualify ing impropriety in the persouid 
conduct of iheir subordinate public servants, with respect to a 
party in a case judicially before them, ilt ta proper to tnterfetw 
f.>rthwith, and to examine into the merittof such representation, 
and by such timely interfeience, as a measure of preventive, ca* 
thcr to check immediately the evil consequences arising out of 
the illegal proceedings, or disqualifying personal conduct of 
their subordinate officers, than to allow them to proceed 
uncontroiiled, indicting injury upon injuryto the full extent Of 
their will and pleasure : 

That, appellate authorities, by not interposing their constK 
tutionai power on the subject or appeals from a party auffering 
like yuui memorialist, from the public as well at personal con* 
duct of their subordinate Functionaries, most especially, in fi- 
nally disposing of a < ase when it tomes before them in arimular 
course of appeah, by not exerting their constitutional power of 
duly noticing such conduct legitimately confided by Government 
in a certain measure, to their correctidn, surveillance andooq* 
troul, divest themselves of their n.itive dignity, and virtually 
become the mere shadows or forms of what they nominally re- 
present: 

40. That, assured of obtaining that full messure of justiec 
which has fiithcrto been denied him, your memoi^Iist now ap- 
pals to your Lordship in Council, and with these observationa 
begs leave most humbly to submit his grievances to the consi- 
deration and decision of h s Lordship as the legalised assiCrter 
of the rights of Government with regard to the due ad- 
ministration of justice by its public servants, as well as the 
eunatituted protector of the lights of its numerous siiYijectw, 
whenever invaded, as they have been in the case of your memo- 
ridiat, by its public functionaries— and your memorialist, aahi 
duty bound, will ever pray. 

(Signed) A. IMLACH. 

Cakmita, 26ih January^ 1830. ' 
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'to HII BXCBLLBKCT the bight HONOBABLE the 60TBEE0|| 
GBMEBAI. OF INDIA IN, ^UUNCir«. . 

The hftmih Memorial ^Alexander imlaeht ~ 

SHKirETH^ , 

Ifonr nwmorialist eabmUted to your Lordship in 
C^ncil ametnorisl, dated 26th, on the 27ih Januai^ lust, and 
on the 7th of Febranvy solicited an midienre of .your Lord< 
■hip ftir Tuesdaytlie £0lh February, for the purposeof laying 
bemre your l^ordsbip the particulars of his case as lierehmlter 
detailed; that, on attending at the Government House on 
*j'uesday. yothr memorialist was informed by the Aide-de* 
Comp of the day, ihat your Lordship had been pleased to rc> 
ftryoiir memorialist, to Mr. Pakenham, and your memorialist 
^ accordingly waited on that gentleman, by whom he was civil. 
^ )y directed to the Revenue Department tor information with 
Tespect to his memorial ; and that, inconteqiieuce, your me. 
tooriulist on the following day waited on the Secretary oi that 
Deimi tment, who obligingly informed him, that his memorial 
had that day been laid before your Lorddup in Council, and 
that your Lorddiip had decided, that ^s the Sudder Board 
ot Ueveirue possessed the power of removing Surburukars 
oiffice, your Lorddiip did not think it necessary to inter, 
in the case, of your memorialist : 

That, your meuioriaii.st most respectfully begs permis* 
. Eion tb stale, that his removal from oiHce is but a becondary 
Cpnaideratioii,,yvith hi(n,~lhc princqml grievances of your 
memoralist ^vtng their rise in the unwarrautable conduct 
cd officiatihfl' Collector, Mr. Read ; the Collector, Mr. 
Goaidsbury ; and Mr. Hawkins, the Judge; in mixing thehi* 
. up with the. opposite party, and misrepresenting your 
inen^rialist’s ndeof the case, and prejudging it; aud the 
emioius with which they have been palpably acting agdinst 
3^r Ij^morialitit, in violation of the acknowledged principles 
.of iustica s That, your memorialist from time to time, cleat ty 
Kpresented-hy petitionsAo the Commissioner 
of the Oivimon^ and the Sadder Board of Revenue, the un^ 
j^tt^tifiajble of the .local authorities, and frequently 

unpioudly^ayed for a full in vratigaiion^ but in .wain t — 
..that^ neitb^otltbe appella'e authoijtieahas token file slight, 
fft notice of unjustifiable proeeedhigs of either Mr. OtHd* 
Btiog^ CoUectoi Read or Mr. Collector UoulditlNiry : nor is 
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tliere m the ftee of the proceedings of thpse Appellate APthtto 
riites finally disposing of the case of yotir meA[iQed^, ft’tingle 
sylinble to be round ht explanation of thelf ' having paes^ 
over in silence eitlier yonr inennoralist^s representatiiHii^ w 
Messrs. Read and Goul<h^ry*s oewarrantable |^blije,w|& 
<h«ot) in having taken ^eir stand on the side of Mr. 

Faiiner and oUieni,>^(#l'.e are well known to be the avowetl 
enemies uf your memoratist,)-~a Kne Of conduct which 

E ublic servants of the state selected to decide on qiifstioni 
etween man and man, it is hoped the Government will n<^ 
countenance : ks 

3. That^ being much aggrieved and iojiire^by tlioi^ 
peltate authorities not interposing as empowered to do regai^ 
mg tlie appeals of your memorialist, who was suliertDg from 
the public as well as |>ersonul conduct of their subordinate 
functionaries : your memorialist appealed to your X^ordshtp 
ill Council, and humbly begs leave to submit to your Ijortf* 
■hip's notice and attention a few instances only of the ittegal 
conduct and proceedings of the local authorities, which have 
been represented by your memorialist to the above-mention^ 
two appellate autMriiies by his petitions of 16th August, 
20th October, 2!2d and 30th Itfovember, 7th December, 11^, 
and 3lst March, 1834>, viz. that Mr. Collector Read tmd 
Mr. Judge Hawkins had mixed themselves up in the circum- 
stances of ttie case of your memorialist, and officially advo- 
cated the obtaining a remission of 2iy000 rupees per mitiiidta 
fur the farmers, Messrs. Charles and (ileorge Palmer i— ffiait, 
notwitlistandingUiat Uijiie Govind Singh stands in tb* offici- 
al records of the dukrict convicted of bringing forward ^sa 
•charges ^inst your memorialist, ^ means of intrigue artd 
combinatmn ; yet, Mr. Officiating Colleptor Read ns well As 
Mr. Judge Uwwkins, frequently at their own dwelling houSo 
as well as else wliere, hesitated not to associate with this very 
Bijue Govind Singh, and join Itim in common with others in 
their private conferences and consultAtions on the subjects df 
remission, and neglect of dnty, drc. attached to your memo- 
mlist, which are so artfully set forth and so powerfully oiloq- 
cated ill Mr. Officiating OoHector Read’s report that, this 
Bijue Govind Singh had all 'along been •'oj>posed totho 
Messrs. C. and G. Palmer's holding the estate in fatif, 
but at this pavtieiiUr juttetnre,- Mr. Officiating Crdfectbr 
Read, without the intervention of his securities, paid the tuuA 
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indulged biin 'ia the 'expwttdiian dt* rcfeeivtng one htc and 
twenty three thousand rttpe*» more out uf the Qenend 
Treasarv ; atfd the cheering prospect of a speedy and favor* 
id>le'termiiiatiotf to a ccpipie of suits amounting to upwards 
iSf ten 'lacs of rnpees 5 induced Oijue. Govind Singh to con* 
icnt to die remisinon, hs well as clidrge of bribery against 
3 ^'ti'r ineinorialtBt'|-‘*thit, Mr. Officiating CoMector Read in 
conydnction with Mr. Judge Hawkins siispen^ng fir 
two days ail operations in their respective Cotirt'T^ spcreHy 
hdd prtW^ings against your meinoiialist in tlieir private 
dwelling house, and on the mere allegations of Bijue Govind 
8>ngh, fabricated and brought to maturity by (ireurge 
Falriier aiid others, in violation of the letter as well as the 
spirit of the laws, in their unwarrantable assumption of juris* 
aiciion far above the level of the Collector’s powers suspend- 
ed your memorialist from ollicet that, Mr. Officiating Collec* 
tor Read quietly dispensed with the prescribed administra* 

^ ikm cf oath to the accuser in the present case, in direct op. 
fmsiiion to the recorded precedent of his office, in which the 
refusal to swear to a charge of bribery was considered an 
inittperable bar to the Collector’s .proceeding into in vestign- 
fihti;-**that, ahliongh Mr. officiating Collector Read was 
IMin tlie commencement privately aware of every circum. 
ata^e regarding the remission demanded by Messrs. C. and 
Gr'Falmer, and not altogether passive with respect to the 
inteasures adopted by the farmers with a view to obtaining 
iheir Oitd; nevertheless, he the officiating Collector availed 
himself of the formality of official ignorance, and condemned 
yonr^ memorialist fuir pot giving him information that, the* 
rhport, dated the Idifa August, 1S33, to the Comnntssioner’s 
ftwh’ess, contained the high wrought Pfficial advocacy of Mr. 
Judge Hawkins, under the simple signature of Mr. officiating 
CoHcptor Read; that, it is affirmed by the people and 
gfenerally atdcnowledged by the putwarietf as wdl as other* 
wise pretty well known, that the o|)pressian and ex* 
•ptidnsof w Messers. C. and G; Palmer, as well as their 
under farmtig^ have reduced llie ryuts to poverty and dis- 
tress difficulty of obtaining redress for their 

gvievances is geneiliHy giwaisr than the ryut* cottld ven- 
ture to encoin^^tdther in' the civil or oriminal Court, the 
WMoiieiiy trf* paramount iaduence of the great farmers, 
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C* Rn4 O. BftliiKerti^v<i9deriIieir .prolfe 
C 0 f»p 4 «^.v« mfety ^ their imine(ii(|to ui)d«r former**! iggi p if i i j i h 
ly;}MOfiBgeeufllcient Uie tnstiuttien ef suits i%»iost 

them on- (he oert of iheeulfering rjifttt* /-~ihaty wli^ Mfm 
Collector 0<Mil<!Hh(iry.called on yoturineinoriHlUt taaiHiwer.i^ 
chaises jpreferred egeiiist him bty. Bijne (lovtnd yOM 
mentotialist -submitted in reply (he fumretions of the enus^ 
racy, by inesnsof which the whole of inis prosecution bud hgeiff 
got up, with a list of evidence wliich would have developed 
(he, details ^ the plot; but Mr. Collector GoiiUbbitry pfpn 
nounced this to be preposterous and irrelevant matter, npid 
peremptorily refused to go ihto it, as it did not fsHiu with ^ 
letter of his instructions which are limited to (he tnvcsiignv 
tioli of (he plaintid’s side of the question ; in consequence ^ 
which, yourmemoiittlist represented to the Uoanl tbd inaulQm?- 
ency and the exclusive spirit of the pending enquiry, and pn^d 
the' Board to pass sucii orders as would secure to your lie- 
niorialist the full extent of bis right in defending hipt^t^f 
against the macliiuations of his enemies ;->tliaty Mr. CuUecte^ 
Gouldsbury allowed your memor'udisl'snominal necuier, Bijua 
Govtnd Singh, to alter and new model his charge of conup* 
tion, and swear to the irtuh of the alle^tiun of his informer 
and witness, Mr. George Palmer, without any personal 
knowledge of his own ; and to •'efer to him, Mr. George 
Palmer, for the developement of the precise nature ofl'hif 
complaint against your memorialist, until, a leaditt^ qitesUi^ 
was put by the Court to tite piaintill ; and, hUiiii* die said 
Mr. George Palmer, your memorialist's actual accusa, wtid 
had by contpact, however, assumed the garb of a wltnes-^, stouill 
according to the G'tgUsh laws at least, convicted outefftis 
own motU^b, not only of tlie crime of odering a bribe, biU .u* 
avowing at the same .'time principles of imiiosition, wlupit 
placedhim atonce beyond (he pale of credibility ; yet* oa dip 
strength of this self-convicting deposition, tog-nhor wfoh the 
possibdity of your memoiriulist's exerting ttiidue inflMnce orep 
certain witnesses, and the lengih,^ -ortiiite -the enquiry wap 
likely to fosl, your memorialiA was suspentled a second ti me 
that iyour memorialist aubmitte^l the Sadder Board^rof 
what avail can be the iqduenceof an isolated individii d situyt- 
ted as your memorialist had been, with charges hanging ow 
his heady with, the marl^ countenance, nay die t^en 
of the authorities qf' District directly opposed to 
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friendH; andtb(!r titen^Oirici«tiii||;'€otlecldt firqit^jliirted f|^ 

the first, entiby exfsting circuftikiAce^fertliJSirlftwttftbeiie^ 
in ‘bis iattaclitnent to the iiueret^ of your menlorialisi^ ofi^o. 
tteiits, still on the s^t, filling an official sitnaition in tiie 6oU 
k^nrsbnp and Miigistraty^'of tlie Oittrict ; — ^that, previous to 
the icieterttiinatioii of jjrqair mmorialist's susipension, l^r. Col* 
l^t^for doulclsbut^ bad-dsfoted to his open enquiry in Court 
itoi mere than lottr hours, and since then (tlth’ Novembei;) 
ftpto^'tlie 4th December, not inoretban five hours, altogether 
eni^tittttlng;91r6nrs ; thatihe President of the Court of Enquiry 
^ad in 'the first ph>co, inflicted a serious injury upon your 
nteniorialist by his dilatory proceedings, and in the next by 
convmiiig it into a reason for liis suspension : — that, Mr. 
Culiecior (iouldsbury pending the enquiry laid a side the 
ERglish delica:y of feeling and punctilious demeanour, vitich 
vdlih reference to parties, in all Cnglisli Conns, so peculiarly 
Ifiidacierise the puUHc Ministers of equal Justice and Law^ 
l»v t|tn»wing hintself into the arms of Mr. (jeorge Palmer, with 
ly^om ihe prosecution originated and hy means of whom 
H. ^tis mill carrietl on, and in spite of his extraordinary 
sdit^ndemning deposition : that your memorialist protested 
against Mr. Collector (rouldsbiiry's proceeding willi the en* 
bttiry, on the ground of thot Officer’s havihg disqualified by 
we imost marked and open prejudging of your memorialist’s 
Cat*'} that, Mr. Collector (jouldsbtiry with a sworn depori* 
tidn remarkably differing from the plaintiff’s deliberately pre* 
pated vrrJtteh charge, and with evidence wtiidi bears nut on 
the original matter of complaint ordered fbr investigation,, in* 
ftead of reporting on such discrepancy and forwarding the 
plaintitrs tiepcaitton and Mr. Palmer’s evidence to the Com* 
niiaiMoner for disposal, on the ground of a palpable discrepan* 
f^, as itoll as on that of want of power to take cognisance of 
any iVesli or tiew modelled compltunt of the Manager's offi* 
clarVOaddet, he recommetided tiie suspension of your memo* 
ifalfkt, eittered. into investigation, and kept the. charges bang* 
iiqf'over your nteroorialisrs bead fur three nfiontlis ; that Mr, 
';(^1lector O^ldsbitry’s Himi Pe^rian Raobnka^e of the let 
Is rat^ackaHle fur the exclusive spirit which, al* 
IfIpst'wiUKnrt exception, breathes through it, with relict to 
Item at all bt^leficial to your memerialist’e aide of the 
enst^ fiiaV ^Oiinlector Gouldsbury's public letter, con* 
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^ hisrfoqwry, i«.tar. 
nw<|[ wftjhi p«r^l[^y . lo U}«Li:^pe of Poibm^i'i in 

tl^ w<udiiwi^.hM ce^fet^atipn M 
poMbfe ' aoVuQtaj^y and in jibe iturqlhicrivg iAto.i|4;)f;,ii^ 
roeou wHifWefarrroin b«itK «uHiKnt 4 d,by tliej'^raa^iW 
case i that, f u}lectur GoaidsbMry h) hia hiiid[ia^ia«jr 

has.notanljr trayeitetlot^ of tbe^i^cojrd:;— but given UMarthat 
|p circ|im8UMica%Vhich. are neitUer ^tOf' a\it by the 
brigiiiat charge by hia depoaition ori uHth behtre.ilr. 
Collectoi;' Ouiildabury niiotelf i^iliat, your memoriuliat $uhf> 
milted ^ the Jhdgtneht of die Board die niia-aia^ineotj.as 
well at uniiasiun or jadier auppresaion by Mr.< Collector 
Goiildabury of very iVnportaiU luaiter, which made fur yolit 
tnemoriulibt'a ol the ease' t —that, Mr. Collector Ootildi* 
bury in hia public letter put » most.unjusuiiable cunatruciiaD 
upon the evidence of Mr. (^orge Palmer ; utui iuir^r^ad 
into it statements unsupported by the deposition itself duit, 
your memorialiat was saddled' villi die extraordinary u«W«of 
proving a n^ative tiiot, alter rejecting your niemorta^’e 
evidence, which would have iiotQiuy shtwen but anniititateti 
the teatiinony <^Mr.> George ralmcr, Mr. CoUectoJ!' Goulds- 
bury did not hesitate to observe, that your ii.cmoriatiat, had 
brought fbrtyard no evidM.ceto refute the charge ul bi'ibery 
that to die seriouSiujnry of excluding most important circum* 
etantial evidence regarding the origin of the false accii^aiiup 
against yohr' incmoYiuIist, Mr. Collector Goiildsbury idded 
the very substantial one of auppressing as well as iiiisrepriv 
senting die oAly renruiining means of defence which lia^ 
been lell to your memonalist ;— 4 hat mere hearsay, evi* 
defice, (allho* not worthy of notice) tending in a maniu^ 
to give colour tu the . charge, was readily tolerated against 
your memorialist by Mr. Collector Goutusbury ;— that, your 
memorialist complained of the' suppressiem of his evidence 19 
lefutation of the testimony of die blaiiiliil''8 witnesses 'I'liar, 
the keeuness of Mr. Collector Gouldsbnry’s pursuit a/te^ 
shadows, tending even in appearance oiify, to militate in the 
diglitest degree against your memorialist, may be viewed oi 
an in^^ to the animus^ which has operaied against yduy 
memc^ialiM in the course of die investigation; — that, althup^ 
Mr. Collettar Gouldsbufy admitted that the complauiant h^‘ 
ncthing to do with the cliarge widi respect to the pulwareesf 
it pleased Mr. Collector GeuIUsiiury to keep your jnemom- 



flieiibjto Ae 30th ^qMMid,|o all.tht. 

evitx Ariiting oiit of mi ttigutt 8tKi|)e«iiiibih, ai flirat Itmit ad tU 
iiiv^igiiuon of thb charge n conCeyned) ui^justifiabljr .g,roT 
longed, aCeot^T^ to Mr. Gdlectw GooldsburjVown t^e^* 
ing ;-^(hAt, Mr. Collector Gouldsbo^'s maoqer of ttlluding to 
the former uccimdons of the plaintiff, Bijue Govind Singh, 
by the eu^presMon of the intermediate pruceedingt and their 
result, was cttlcttlaretl to generate ruspicion against yotir nie< 
inoriaiiHt ; and wiien viewed witli reference to the general 
icittnre of Mr. Cultecior Guuldsbury’s proceedings, whenever 
any circumstance beneficial to your memorialist’s side of the 
qnesrion> has fallen in his way, it be possible, to pronounce 
such garbled siuteiucnt to be purely accidental f—lliat, Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury, in the case of your memorialist intro- 
duced the practice alike novel and objectionable with respect 
to cross-examination, in discussing the end and aim of the 
^estions proposed in the presence and within the hearing' of 
liti^witnesses before he allowed them to be written down ; and 
int^ cross~exaini'nalion of witnesses a bar was by Mr. Col- 
lector Gouldsbury put against your memorialist, in violation 
of the rules and uractice of Courts of Justice all over the ci. 
Tilixed world that, one of the a.i!4stants to liis 
whilst in the act of taking notes, without interfering in the 
idighlest degree eiiherwith the Court itself, or with any person 
p^nnected with the Court, was, at the instanpe of a mokfu 
Utty Acting on the part of your nieinorialist’s convicted false 
accMser, on the plea of his not being your memorialist’s con- 
atitnted attorney, ordered by the Collector to be turned out of 
Court :~that, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury tolerated a number 
of vcMces in the cross-e^aiiunutinn of witnesses, in direct in. 
fili^ment of the llegulations; together with numerous 
tithcr. .iifftAnces That, ybnr memorialist prayed that the 
Sgdder Board would be pleased to take die contents of hisse- 
yeral petitions, into their serious consideration, and award thut 
full measure of justice for which the extraordinary, unjustifia- 
ble treatment case had ex|)erienced from the local authori- 
ties of the District, loudly called from the decision of the Board, 
as the constituted authority under Government to |>reyent, as 
WeU as to correct' isreeularity and oppression in its subordfinate 
officers placed lindet twir cuntropl, and to operate as a safe 
guard to Ibet^lus imd iatetrests of its subjects,— but in vain. 

Lastly. ' Tliai,' your ; memorialist most respectfully craves 
permtsstoa toaubmit} ihat the nature of his grievances not 
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only aflbct h\fi hidividtml case, hwt also the rights of « 
numerous clans of defenceless BrttMi subjects by the fifipeK t 
late 'atithoriues not exerting their constitutional flower on thei 
re|ireseniation of pulpaMe injustice, illegiilitv in the proceed* 
ings, and di'^qualifying impropriety in the personal conduct of 
tlieir subordinate public offices ^ judicially before 
titeiii ; and begs leave iiiost bunibly to solicit that yoqf, 
Lordsh.ip will graciously be pleased to Gp>ant an enquiry inio 
tile proceedings compUined of, and the partial and illegal 
conduct of the local authorities, injusti^ to the individuji 
case of your much injured memorialist, as well as for the pro* 
tretion of the rights of the public at large : and your memo- 
iialist, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

(Signed) A. IMLACH. 

CalcuUa^ I 6//1 February ^ 1835. 
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jRetuf apetitioHf reedved tki$ day by Dak from Mr. 
Imiachf Mauager of Mahulat Purffnnu Huveiioe 
Poorueea, dated the Who/ Avguet^ 183^. 

Mr. Imlach objects to Read, Uie genileman who 
is at present in charge of the otiice of ([Collector, making cer* 
' fun en(}uii'ie8 into an alleged charge ^bribery uiul combi, 
nation tu ruin the estate emrusted to his munagcment, &(-. 

1. To tliis uhjectiun it is sulticient to leaiuik that iVIr. 
Gouldsbury has by this time reached Puurnrea, ami on taking 
> charge. the enquiry will devolve u|H>n him, and ns he is j(t^t 
arrived, and unacquainted with the )>urties, Mr. linlacii 
Cannot posidbly oiler any objections tu his making the 
enquiry. 

i The circumstances alluded to in the petition, have nut 
been reported to me, and the charge ol bribery and rorrup- 
lion, as tur as regards the proceedings of the Collector, can 
only be considerra us a preliminary enquiry, and not a Ju. 
dicial trial as before a Court ; whenever the case is report- 
ed to me such orders will be passed with as little delay us 
IMMuble according to circuniftances, and if necessary a refer- 
ence made in the Sudder Board of Revenue. 

Mr. Imlach is requested to send in his reply to the 
Cnllmor, and in his capacity of Manager of the estait, to 
obey all orders issued by that uHicer, and an appeal* is upeti 
toliiiu setting forth any objections he may have to make to the 
|»roceedings of the Colleciui . 

The Collector of Poorneea is requested to funiish Mr. 
Imiuch with a copy of this minute In reply to his petition, 
and enter the accompanying petition with the miiiute on the 
record of his proceedings. 

Coramis^rer’s office, ) (Sd.) E. LEE WARNER, 

I8th Utvisiun, Monghyr, > Coounc. of Ucteuue. 

thttHlUth August, 1S33. > , 

(Title Copy) 

(Signed) F. READ, 

Actiuy ttdlectcr. 

<11110*1*^ tlii* si^ aUat was the residt i Tbe iieiiuou 

vrwqiieity liuoaa ea Itwshsir. ^ 
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To F. Govldsbvrt, Eso. 

Coileetor, Poonuat* 

Sir, 

In eomptinnce with the ordeni of the Commi<nioner of 
Revenue, dated the 30th Ausuftt laat, I have the honor here* 
witli to submit,' in continuation of mv reply, under date the 
51 b September last, to Bijue Govind Singh's petition of the 
Htli Atigust last, my answer to the late Mr. OOiciating GoU 
lector Read's report, dated the 16th of August last, connected 
with the above-mentioned matter. 

I have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Poomeea, > Your most obedient servant, 

S3rd October, 1833. S - (Sd.) A IMLACH. 

To Mr. a. Imlach, 

Surburakar. 

Sir, 

You will receive herewith Extracts (Paragraphs 8d, Sd, 
5th, and 7ih,) from a letter from the Secretary to the Sadder 
Board of Revenue, dated the 34<tb Ultimo, on the subject 
of tile reference made by the late Acting Collector ,under date 
the 16th of August last. 

3. Your particular attention is directed to the observa* 
tions contained in the 5ih and 7th paragraphs of the Board's 
letter, relative to the duties of a Surburakar^ and you are 
requested to inform me under what authority, the estates 
placed under your management, have been (armed out to 
others, and what securities have been fumisheil by the Messrs. 
Palmer in each case. 

3. With reference to your letter to me, dated the 23d 
instant, I beg to return the enclosed copy of yoiir English 
petititon to the Sudder Board, in reply to Hr. Read's report, 
as it contains much unnecessary detail unconnected with 
the charge which has beets preferred against you, and the 
subject of Mr. Read's reference has already been disposed 
of by the Board. The petition is moreover addressed to the 
superior Authority and not to me. 

I am, Sir, 

Poorneea, 1 Yonr dbetlient servai^ 

Collector’s Office, V (Sd.) F, GOULDSBUBY, 
The 35th October, 1838. | Collector* 



( «9 ) 

Poorneeai^th Ociohtr^ 183S. 
To F. Gouldsbort, Esq. 

Collector^ Poarneea. 

Sir, 

I Imve llie honor to acknowledge the receipt of your let- 
ter, under date the 93th ioHiaiit, aiui in coini>liance with the 
request cotifaiued in ilie 3d |iitragi' 2 i|»h tlierc'of, I submit /i)r your 
inforinatitni, tliqt, long prevhms to the term of inauugeiii nt 
by a Surhurnkav^ the estate of Huvellee Ponrneeii, fee. was 
funned out by the proprietors, and that in 1221', 
when the Surb/trakar was appointed, the PnrgunnvR fin- 
vcllee Poorneu and Sreepore, :\fiJihalal Kliangy nttd Zdlak 
(Jornree were finned out in Taloognrha ; and the Pnrgun- 
us of Kutteehar, Koornareapore, llookuiiptire, Sooltatipore 
and Pliutteypore Singrn^ and zillalis llungapiinee, ‘aitd 
Natporc, were fanned out separately to dilferent individuals, 
generally fur the term of live years, by the z^tmr^ndarsy whf) 
made over the estate to the Surhurnkar under those engage- 
ments, agreeably lo which iUeSurbiirakar collected the rents. 
This system of farming out the estate was ccuitinued by the 
Sarbarakars \m%\\ 1934 .1/oo/Are« in 1935 Moolker^ when 
BujIooUliossaiu was Manager, under Mr, Judge Wollen, 
the Py,rg9mus of Phiittcypore Singea, Sooltiinpiue, Sree- 
jiore, IluveUee Poorneea, and Muhallai Khnngi/ were 

B lven in one farm to Messrs. C. and (i. Pahuer, and altlio* 
ijue Goviiul Singh represented his objections to these, — the 
first created Mofdahids^ to the Sutidcr J)ewanny Adawlur, 
the farm was allowed to stand gu(»d. That, previous to iny 
farming out the greater part of the estate, the end of 1239 
JMoolkee^ the aforesaid Bijue Govind Singh again represented 
his objections to largo lariiisto the Stidder Dewunny Aduwittr, 
litul was icierred to the Collector of the District; he according- 
ly presented a Durkhast^ on the subject to the Collec- 
tor, who passed the following order thereon, that the farm- 
ing out of the estate rented with the Surburakar^ with whicii 
the Collector had m> concern,’* from which order Uijue (vovind 
Singh appealed to the Commissioner ot Revenue; and as the 
lime of making setrlemetus had arrived and I leceiveit no or- 
ders fromflhy sU|teriorio alter the tistial mode, I fanned out the 
Pargunus that liad iieccnne khas according to the prevad- 
ing custom in the estate. The sectirrties of Messrs. C. and 
G, Palmer in the farm of PgrgitnuH UuvcUee Sreep^re, 


PkUiiuii. 
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Sooltanpore, Phntteypore Simreea and Muhal Kha»gy are 
Shah Homin Rezn aiul Alitnnd Reza^ Aga Ahmud Otee 
Khan, Klirza Mahunidee, IVztiarmn Sin^h, Talaver Sinjjhy 
Rum(ieal Sinffh, and Maciho Lall, a copy who^e agreement^ 
together with a liAt of the property ^pledired, a^ also their 
securities fur the funit of Natpore, viz, Hur Chunder Rae 
and Rajah Ram Kooinar/copy of agreement and inventory of 
ilje prof)erty pledged, 1 snhmit hercwidi 

2. That, the estate of Soorjapore has been farmed out in 
Tniooqttes to Moostojers since the perpetual settlement with 
the landlords, and I have not in any way interfered with the 
long establislied system ; and that t lie estate of Sow^a Bun* 
bhug, vStc. is partly fanned out and partly khas ^ — being the 
condition in which it was made over to me by the proprietors. 

Lusty. 1 beg to state that it was an oversight on iny part 
in not mentioning, in my letter ol the 23d instant, which ac- 
companied the triplicate of my petition in English to tlia 
Stidder Board, ifi reply to the late Mr. Olliciatiiig Collector 
Read's report of the l(i:li Aiigii!»t last, that I had" transmitted 
the original to be siibmiuetl to ihe Sndder Board; but, on 
hearing that the Board had returned the papers in this case to 
the Commissioner of Revenue, I Hubmiited the duplicate to 
the last*mentioned authority, and the triplicate I deemed it 
proper to submit to you, in consequence of the former orders 
of die Coniinis4oner ; the late Mr, Officiating Colleclor Read 
having recorded in his office his public report of neglect of 
duly, &c. on my part as Maiioger of the Huvellee, &c. estate^ 
I respecifully entreat that if it be not contrary to the forma 
of your office, you will permit iny reply to be also recorded 
in jnsiificaiion of my conduct, for winch purpose I would 
wilungiy re-submit it. 

I have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

(Signed) A, IMLACH. 


Mk. a. Imlack, 

Hurburakar^ Poorncfa, 

SlRj ^ , c 

With reference to the latter part of your leljcr to rncot 

yesterday’s date, t beg lo stale that I ntusi decline receivn^ 
the Copy of y<»ur English, petition to the Sudiler Board of 
Keveriue, fur the reasons detailcii in iny Ifctiei* of the 35ui 
instant* 
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I take this oppordintiy of iiHimatioYt to you tliat all 
your Communications to the Collector should be submitted 
in the usual lorm of u Petitiok and not by Letter. 

I am, Sir, 

Poorneca, 1 Your obedient servant, 

Collector's Otlicp, ^ (Sd.) F. GOULDSBURY, 

The 29th October, 1 1133. y Collector 

A. xMLaca^s raoTEST. 

To F. Goulusdury, Esq. 

CoUrctor^ Poorneea, 

rriic hnmhle petition of Alexander Imlach^ Ma^ 
nac^er^ (under Suspension) of Afnhallal Pnrgunus 
iiuvellee Poorneea, 

Shkwetu, 

That, yotir Petitioner, compelled by circum^itances at- 
tendant upon llic nature of the i»ive^ii<r.tiion, in every re^ipect 
insufficient for the attainment of the ends of public ju««tice, 
extremely injurious ut the smne time to the case of your 
Petitioner in particular, has appealled a<ralnst the grounds 
of your rccommendiuion, and the Commissioner's order for 
your Petitioner's suspension, to the Sud<lcr Board ; and has, 
moreover, urging his olten-ic'pcated prayer for a full inde- 
inmdent judicial invcstigaiioii, protested against this Court's 
proceeding any further in his case: your Petitioner therefore 
pravs tlbal this his (ictition be receiveil and tiled as his pro- 
test, And dealt with as to this court in:iy seem meet : and 
ymir l^itioneras in duty bound will ever pray. 

Poorieea, dih, December, 1833. A. IIVILACH. 

The object of this petition does not clearly ap))ear if 
Mr. [.mhiclt is (as hrs peiicioti implies) dissatistied with the 
manner in which the investigation is conducted, he is at li- 
berty 40 apficttl to the siipermr Revenue Authorities ; who 
will pass whatever orders th.*y may deem proper on the 
sulyecc. 

OaOKKED TIlEIIEPtiRB 

' That these petitions (in English and Persian) 
be returned to the Petitioner. 

|>o«rnce!i, ) F. GOULDSBURY, 

Hill DeccMiiber, 183S. j Collector. 
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To ,1. 1*. Ward, Es^q. 


To SaAA#r BoarA. I7ib 1 
Dm. IBM, M .SW f 

Sir, 


Omriaiin*; Commi'siuiier 

of llevttiiue, 12tii Dt'reinber, 
Mounjrlivr. 

o • 


Witli reiei*ence to your predoces^or’s letter, dated iheSSd 
October latst, No. ISSO, and the enclo^d copy of the Sudder 
Board's letter^ dated the 3kli September last, I beg to sub- 
mit here with such iiiforiiiatioii as 1 have been able to obtain 


on the several points noticed in the 7th, 8th, and 9th^ 
paragraphs of the Sadder BourtPs letter. 

2. 1 have deemed it unnecessary to defer submitting thii 

report until the enquiry into the charges, preierred against 
Mr*, linlach, shall be concluded, us the investigation is likely 
to occupy sumetiine longer owing to the numbttr of wit- 
ties.scs to be oxattiined, and the dilliculty in collecting them.^ 

3* With rclerence to the 7th paragraph of the Sudder 
Baard^s letter, I called upon Mr. linlach to explain under 
what authority the estates, placcvl under his iimnugement, 
wore let otit in farm, and froiii his reply it appears, that long 
previous to the uttuchineiu of the estate it was customary for 
the |)roprieturs to let it out in farni ; that, iii 1224 when the 
first Surburakar was appoimed, the Pnr^unus of HuveU 
lee Poorneea and Sreepore Mohullut Khangy imd zilluh 
Goruree, were farmed «uil in iullooiiue^^ and die Punjunus 
of Kntiehar Kooinaripore, Rbokooitdpore, Sooltanpoiv, and 
Pliuiteypore Singeea, with ziltahs Uaiigapaiiee and Naiilh- 
pore were farmcil out sepiraiely to liillereiit individuals, 
generally for the term of five years, in which stato the pro- 
perty was made over by the Zumifid^s to die Surbu* 
rnkar mho m&rehj re eiveJ the reuirfrom the farmers* 
That, this system of fanning out die estate was pursued by 
eacii succeeding Manager up to die present lime ; that, previous 
Co Mr. IiutacIP.s fariiiiiig crut the greater p u t if the estate 
at the end of 1239 AJoalkeCj Bijiie Govind Singh, the nro- 
prietor of an 8-aiina share, {leiitioned the ('^Mirt oi Sudder 
Dewanny Adawiut, objecting to die grant uf sucli extensive 


* T'le Toltowin;; day the evidence tor the prosecution %«at cloved !! ! 
and Mr. Co)l:>c(or Goiil«l»1iiiry Ihii' cout'esitf J tlie ilInrHmy in liti pro- 
i:»‘ediii,:v bb r^cordiiia iliat the copiptaui»m hail luitlno;; W, lib the 

«:har^«> re^ardiua die /’eiitseriVr,— aliliu* n .<%uiled biv tlwtiilao 

to prot'rtfd into iiivrUi'g.iimii oi tina iin Irvaiii i niiidpHlIy by 

putney, I. F. hv oe|iMriiie al oue tiiiie la ■ .V atioilMif, bit 

iIead*aMlbtai.:, J7r /'*. /f. iZcua/, to carry uu Iht yaacr. 
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fhrms tn the Pithn^r, and wa» referred by that Co^irt to 

the ilieii Collector of the District, who informed him that the 
ianiiing out of the (Ntate tested with the,Si/rburfiJt/ir^ mid 
that he could not interfere. Mr. Triihich further states that 
as he receivt^l no iii'itrnctions to the contrary from liissufieri* 
or, he hirtiied out the estate according to the prevailinj^ 
ctistotn. 

4, With regard to the observations in tlie 8th para* 
gra|>h of the Honil's letter, 1 l>cg to state that it 
it|ipears to me very dotibtful whetlier, in the event 
of the estate being (according to the construction which 
the Board puts upon the Attachment llegnlaiions) udmi- 
nisiered by the SNrlturak ir without tlie iniervention of 
any middletiion between himself and the r^ots^ it would be 
possible fi>r any siuv^le iiititvidnal to exercise due care and 
inaiiageinenf' over such exUMisive estates as are placed un« 
tier the charge of Mr. Irnlacli, comprizing upwards of 
TiiiiiD of the District, and when, as in tlie present case, the 
estates are let out in farm, 1 contess I cannot discover what 
duiies.ri'm.dn to be exercised by a Surburakur as the reve- 
nue could just us easily be paid by tbo farmers direct into the 
Collector's treasury, us tlirougli the medium of a Manager 
receiving a salary of 7^® rupees per incmth, and keeping 
up an expensive establishment. I may add that the whole 
of the property is now under my m.iiiitgement in consequence 
of the siisjieiisioii of Mr. Imlach, pending the enquiry, and 
that I do not anticipate titat any difficulty will be experi- 
enced from tlie want of a Surburakur.^ 

3. Mr. Imlach was appointed Manager of the Huvellee 
estate in the year 18^, by Mr. Lewis the Collector, on a sa- 
lary of 7*10 rtipeeql^per month, he afterwards obtained the 
charge of Purgunu Soorjalipoor from Mr. Lowis on u 
salary of 500 rupees per iiionih, an t at a latter |>eriod he was 
placed in charge of a third estate with a salary of 100 rupeesi 
monthly, giving him altogether 1,500 rupees per month, and 
the controtil fwer an extent of country which it is quite im- 
possible he could manage with due care and vigilance. I 
submit herewith copies of the securitv tendered by Mr. ini^ 
Isch in each case for the iiis(>ectiuii of tfie Sadder Board. 

6. As directed in the 9th paragraph of the Board's letter, 
l ahit^ubniit ap^temeiits in 'origi furnished by the Messrs. 

' * . Sjililr. i£iU«cliMt»*iMa>biiirjr’t auU MOt S«|» 

•nib«r, li3i. 
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PtlnMr* of tbs Bmralftmnilieldbv them in tlib and ta ot||iir< 
distncte, with • i^eifictttion of* the Sucklet. ead. 

Jumma . and a narrative of eachcaae at regards the acauieitiiiif^ 
of the farm, also the nature of the under tenures, alliidled 
by the Board; eopiea of the aecttritiea furnidied by tW, 
Memrs. Palmer &r the farinti held by diem under the Surhu^. 
rakar^ are likewise fbrwarded herewith. I have institut^a 
an enquiry regarding die reiiiiaiion of revenue claimed by 
Messrs. Palmer, but the question has not yet been decided* * 

Poomeea, Collator’s Office, > I have, &c. 

The 3d December, 1833. 5 (Sd.) F. UQULOSBURY, 

Colleciof, 


(No. 1369.) ' 

To Tmb SuooBii fioABo 07 Revbnob, 

Fort WiUimt- . 

Gbntlbmbn, '' 

Witli reference to the orders contained in your Secretary’s 
letter of the S4th September, paragraph 7(h and 8th on certain 
points connected witli the management of the extcqsive ^ 
tates placed under the controul of Mr. liiilach, under the rules 
of Regulation V. of 1827. 1 Imve now the honor to transmit 
to you in original a letter from the Collector of Poorneea, 
furnishing this inPormaiion. ^ 

2. Regarding the query ashed as to the authority by which 

the farms of the estates, placed under the controul of the Sur-. 
burakar, were granted, the Collector reports that it ha$ been 
the practice fdr the Surburakar to grant leases on Ms own 
authority, , 

3. With reference to the ob^rvationk oL^he Collector, eoti. 
tallied in the 4th paragraph of his report, Tmuif express my 
concurrence in the opinion given, that the estates at present 
under the -charge of Mr. Jmlaeh^ are far too , extensive 
to be managed efficiently, if the collections were requited 

f «s— — 

* Time statements are dated the 2nd, and the fslloivios day— the 
3rd December— Mr. Collector Oooldsbary' commonicates his seofi* 
meat a to the Offieiatiag Coimnissiooer. At this time the Collcrior and 
Mr. Qeorsc Palmer were bdaom friends, 'fhelandsaor coach ef^be. 
latter was at tiw door of Iks former aiaoit every eveohif this. 
imwUn 
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io be conducted in the manner which your Board appear 
to ik^kf they ought to be under therulei ofHegulatfon V* 
ViSH^ and on the other hand that if the farming system 
titas aUowedf the service of a Svrburakar would then 
* h^ome uhnecBssary* In regard to the security giveti by Mr.. 

‘ there is no reason to question the adequacy of this 

jto^eover all risk. 

4« Vot the information called for in the 9lh paragraph of 
yoor Orders, the Collector refers to a statement which he 
transmits containing a particular report of the farms held by 
the Messrs Palmer and of the tenures obtaining under the 
fjlfmers. I am not aware that the information supplied in 
this paper calls for any remaiks from me. 

1 request that the original papers, when no logger rec^uired, 
may be returned to this office. 

Commissioner's office, ) I bare, 8lc. 

I2tb Division, Monghyr, > (^d.) I. P. WA RD, 

The 17th December, 1833. > Offd* Commr. of Revenue* 
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To OFFICIATlHfi CoilMMFlOifSR OF BKAVGVIiVOtl* ' 
Sir, 

The Sadder Board of Revenue having had beibre thftR 
^^our iHndeeeMor’e latter of the 17 th of Oecemher lae^i[t{li|h 
'us enclo<Hirea direct me to eommanicate aa foltovs :<«•> « 

% The Beard consider the sjrstein ef adminiaterhltf 
attached estates, which appears to have long preva^d in sBIm 
P oemeea, to be open to the most seriotM objeotioilS|.* attld 
therefore to demand the earliest change that can be broD|^ 
about without confusion or unnecemry injury to thossi 
inteietts which are involved in an existing state ot things^ fdc 
which many of the parties coneetned ace in no wise respon* 
Bible. 

3. The Sudder Board sre entitoly of opinion as expret* 
sed in iny letter of tlie S4th of September last, that when n 
Surburakar is appointed by the Revenue Authorities under 
the ordlliof the Courts of Law, it is his duty to administer 
the estate entrusted to his charge in the same manner ns it 
would he done bj/ an active and intelligent proptielor, 
drawing his rents as nearlv as the customs and institutions ot 
the people will permit, from the class who luise the crops 
from which such rents result since it is manifest, (os no men 
undertakes such busiaesi except with a view to profit) that 
every middleman interposed between the Manager and the first 
rent-payer must live unon the income properly belonging to 
the The Board have slated that a Surburakar' 

should conduct himself as “ an active and intelligent pro- 
prietor,’* because they observe from the Gtdiector’s letter of 
the 3rd December il^ Mr. Imlach justifies his leases ef tha 
estate on the grounds of the former custom of the SSumndare^ 
as well as of previous Surburaka^l^ But it ought to have 
occurred to Mr. Imlach th:it an officer is not selected to ma- 
nage an extensive and most valuable property with a hand- 
some salary for his trouble, in order that M may iimtate dm 
self-indulgent and injudicious mlministration of tbw Umded 
property which too many Hindoo Zumindar^ give into most 
frequently to their ruin { and dial if he had exerted bimsriir > 
to earn his salary as the Messrs, Palmer were.witliiw to do 
tor their own fwofit, he might not only have gained mr Bm 


• T'lwsFatem prevslli genera If tkrou'hoat the jorMIcWesoft^ 
Judder Beard ef Revenoe, sad m mpetioDed bf the Board la sdsuais- 
teriog the estat|p»f uinora. 
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ZumtnSan be repreo^ted flw drfenme* tbiifb Uiow 
ji;e«i(I«ven calcidated uptm in andwtaidAg the'&nn, .or which 
they h«?e reidif^, that by collecting (ho MitteoMNb niMtedi* 
tiiaieiy hom the ryMi ^dtan tlw 1^ceo% i'^jdiReO bovo been 
> iiiMelo do tin coni^eimra^i It jrotdd eftpenr of the onOraimM 

* ieritM whuA tWy hold qi ot^r qnartOt^ #0a(# Intrc' ndded 

• fO tlio. income «ftho proprietbran coiiiddernble pOtt ofdie 
pni&o. now< wgojodv .oy. *be Moottojer* ' mA Dur»mo»* 

It ie true that Mr. Indach has incapaehaied 
t^q^jflbr ilie proper diechaiiR ofh» dutv tpthe Zumindars 
df Furgmtu Uureltee^ bl charges 

©f a, MBiiar nature far top extenf^vO to be' ettecoled by tity 
^.indiridiial who does not render his office a ^necure by Icu 
ting out the estate comniiilod tp his ba^s,' bat the extent of 
such abtiaa caonot const, itnto (heir jastifiauion^ and it is tn« 
cumhoot upon the lieoenue'AuthnritieB to protect alike the 
propneiors pf attached, estate, md die actual rentjfl'payers, 
(who mnst inoritably be expos^ to the inoM grierons ex- 
ttnrtioit by tl>o sjrstent orsub>ietUhg,) by providing that they 
. benot entrost^l to the Bsahagcinent of any person incompetent 
^pnt .whatever cause, .to administer them to the best pos< 
cible advantage* . 

4. iliave beep, instructed by the Board to fbninh you 
with tbo al|Pve expoMtkMi of their general Sentiments, in oraer 
that iq cninmanicauon with Mr. Gquhlsbury you may fa« 
vour ibein .at your earliest convenience, with your opinion in 
regard- to the- step, proper to bo taken to replace nwttm 
in xrllah Poorneea upon a more healthy , footing. They 
are decided^ of ojunion that any large estate is as much as 
any S^rbvn^r can properly, sitnerinieild ; ihiit' no Svr- 
^tfrvlvr'ilib^ he eMq|||||ed w^b tlio management d larger 
'tiMf’bceenUdfflinister without fecettrae-tn subUcttiiqt* lhat 
nit l ia i ea wlii^ have been .gnmtod bj Jfmriurakar with* 
out dne audiotity should be remwd.,,wilbuho least unobjec* 
iknih|i«?fb-law;t yhptb aU tem^ created bf 

.tpidor sq^ cases, dioutd ^1111 tpitk tbe le^pie. TV 
osHwIer dtould receive .such, a ,,mm^ wiMdueatbiertmec 
to die jyifta ^ipf thq.^ property oeroi^ed to bis care, at shall 


«r»v' 


■■ ■ r 

, lojripii optfAtioik thfQtifKlioiil Poomtea CMpare ihit letter 

the nreamMf, te Reg. V^of^tf^wha^lii'lglimrnbattl^t^^ 
hoe Aadqumes appheU tO. m kpO^Y «dt tilomraneal 

to kobUitiitms qrttaas of famita^ |Nn 

f Sm pra. td> *' 


twrj 
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be eeeflicteiit jenrai^Uon fpr ell the time and la^ whidt 
tbepcoper numagemeat pf the pro|)ertym«y detnin^ atiS^fib 
M adequate ^tabli^i^ent lie should Bud, if eontj^^n^ 
the task) no diScolt^, ia coUeetin|t the rents from mpse 11110 
grow the erops without flie mtenrmtion of middlemeit of 
deacoptieii, j^cpptiii^ of, cowNm iho« who have'pkfmaoSiit 
tenures of mat nature, if any such exist upon the proper^.* 
The SttrburakaK in short sliould atft exactly in the‘mine 
capacity and in the same manner as the land steward of a 
huge proprietor in Eiorope. Perhaps local circueMlaaeea 
mav render the retention of the Dwm«9$aljer^ incHMm. 
siblej and the Board re&r llie matter to your judgment ^er 
eonsullittg Mr. Qoutdsbury, The Board rely with coriii* 
deuce upon that oiKcer's best exertions to cnforre the 
aod efficient discharge of his duty by the Smrburiikar 
of Pmrgunu Huvellee, &c. as well os on the part of Aose 
officers who may be appointed to superintend the other 
Mehalt in his district which are in alike predicament, 'f both 
for the protection of die actual cultivators, and to serirro 
lo tAe Jsemindars the full amount of the rental which 
under the emstin^ sjfelem the Duf-moostajere pOy to ihtir 
immediate superiors on the scales or if it be found not 
to be unjust to get rid of the former close the net mo/nsjrt 7 
jumma of the estate. The SurburakoTf u\io cannot realise 
such a rent with the aid of a sufficient establidiment, should 
be considered incompetent for the post 4 and the recent 
enquiries must have furnished the Collector with the best 
possible data for an estimate of tlie proper rent which the 
several Mehals should pay. 

Sudder Beard of Revenue, ) I have, See. 

Fort William, A* U. MA.VGLRS, 

The Slst February, ISH ) Awnv Sseruwp, 

P. 8 . The orijj^nal papera received are retuioed. 


8 udder Bpardof Revenue, 
J^rt'William, 


re,) 

i^rt William, MSd.) R. D. MAN6LB8, 
The SSnd March,' 18 ) 1 . ) Aninf SurtMa. 

(True Copies) 

' ** (8d.) W. PETERS, 

Un.As$iilml SweWrn 


* Where is l^ls done witUu ihf Bsetst Presidescy i 

t Alt are cenfarled 0(1 Uia||Bie wkicni '• 
i Aooontieg to this, all are nwempeicot le this dtjr. 
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The 4th pttT^s;raph of Mr. Jmlaeh'e l^ia: to Mr. 
CMJ&sttir GmUdebary^^led the Mitk Mareht 1834, 
isju^e intertedt the remaindm’ being quoted im his 
mmorial of the 26th (^enuaiy, 183d< - 

4.' With regard to the 3rd paragr^ ladder 

Board^s letter of the 21st February iW) I craye leiive to 
Bubinity that the systeftf of letting out Purgunus to one (Ear* 
indr Seas ndt'otily adopted 'by the Zuinindars and oiy pre^ 
deressors) bnt in 1S31-33 il/oo/lee, with the sancdon of the 
Sud^ Board in their ct^city of Court of Wards likewise, 
an^nly followed by me with the knowledge of my superior; 
moreoTer, extensive'^ farinera were upheld by my late rape* 
rior, Mr. Ofliciating Collector Bead, who in the recent in- 
stance of creating MootaMdx, over the heads of Moostejers 
to whom the estate, with the exception of a iew villagea, was 
previously farmed by the Proprietress in Purgunu Tajpore 
obtained the sanction of the Siidder Board. l}nder these cir- 
cnmatances'l feel not a little aggrieved to be exclusively 
blamed for tolerating the system. 1 look up to yon as my im- 
madiate aiiperior to lay before the Sudder Board,* thro’ the 
Commiasinner of Bevenne, the actual circumstances of the 
case, which 1 hope will remove the unfavourable impression 
that has by some means been excited in the minds of the 
inenbcradu my prejiiice. 

To C. W. 8rBfea, Esn. 

Officidting (iotamissioner ofRnenue^ 

Diviiion, Mpnghjfr. 

Sia, 

f hatfe the honor to ddcndwledge the receipt 'df your . 
letter, dated the 2'lsi instant, giving covet to a copy of a tetter 
fromi the Secretary to the Sndder .Board of ftavenoe, dated 
Slst ultimo, relative to the system which has bitherte pre- 
vailed in ihiadiatriet of admtrtisteiihg estates nnder (Racfa- 
mant by order of the Comrts of J usttce, parttculariy whb re-' 
^eienccntu'fo* estate of BarpumyckHumlkte Poomeeat under 
the managl^iient of Mr, ImlacU. 

• lifeilT. CofFrefbr ti^oiililitliwrjr do tills f . 
t Thit of •tlmiiiwteriiift enllAct Ottidiinetit prevails 

generally thmiiijymt 'ilie jurisdictfon ojjKc Sodilef Hoard of R^riitte ; 
but ibe enqiiirjlMd putting maiteu oMf more tiOaMiy Iboling^ baie 
been limited tcMlIeoriKfra. 
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■■9. From thti exneriehce w(iich I liayc hod of tlkTcNiM!. 
ciow efiects !n IhiadMinct oT the aystemliitl^fto &(td|Hw’hi3r’ 
the Surburakars of ietiiiig eat ^leM Mtiites in form tdWdii. 
Iiighest bidder, i can moat hiify Coneut in.tlie amtinMBt* 
exprewed by the Board on llie subject, and, 1 attribute |o 
this cause* chiefly the great distress now prevalent aniong<. 
the^ agricultural classcn on all the estates in tliis district in . 
which this most destrueiive syaleiu of management has 
been adopted, 

S, The situation of Surburakar has hitherto been almaat 
a unecure, this oiReer seems to have considered that tlw {fli# 

E ortant interests committed to his cliarge were best consulted 
y his squeezing every possible ru|>ee out of the estate, and 
naturally adopted the system of farming it out to the highest 
bidder as tlie most ready means of efleciing this object and at 
the 'Some time saving himself from all iurther trouble in coU 
lecting the rents. The (tersons who look these farms flrom 
the Surburakar with a view solely to their own profit, under* 
let them to others at an enhanced tent, and the whole burtbeii> 
was borne by the unfortunate cuhivators of the soil, who 
under such a system were subject to the greatest oppression f 
and extortion, 

4. The best proof of the peraicious effects of this system 
is the present state of the Purgunus of the II uvelleb estate 
now held in farm by the Messrs. Palinei', who so far front 
realizing any profit now flnd that they cannot collect from 
tHeir tenantry above 14 annas iit die rupee of the jurnma 
which they stipulated to pay to the Surburakar ; they now 
find that owing to the exaciionsj; under which the tenantry 
have laboured tor mqny yeare,§ tliey t;m) no longer a^ord to 
pay the ettorbitant demands against them, and tue readinew 
with which the lifes^s. Palmer have agreed to give up their 
ihrms affords the strongest evidence of die truth of their asaer* 
tion thm^hey losers by the trausacijunr 

• Bee psrazniphs.3 1414 ef lfr*OiBeiatiag CemsiiMwoer flssrli 
tier of the lit April, 

t What w»i ihp Ifszislrate about t .... 

J Why were eel the regolatioas enfpreed by the locil aummtia 
when in poeaewfoo of laZh inforiaation 
$ Who held the farnTtbr many yean i Mr. Colleeter Quatdebwy as- 
serts Messrs. C. It Q. PaloMf dfdt ^ 
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5. It now immtm Ibr tile' Revtneb Aatherftiesto endAk 

ntatten dm ieniore hedAjr feetiiqffiMp^Uie foimre, 
and the to-fae dotle -nraM le to revoke UiowtieU' 

of tlw'ftiiin8')(i4Med by tbe Surbvrakat which may hetbne 
M tbe 4MS|MrattenortIie'|N««eftt^eer vkhont sol^ecting the 
fanneni tn any Mriotia h^ry, indeed f am persuaded that 
many ef diem will n^tMoeat beii)^ released firom mtsagetnente 
which they now dnd thmnaelves unable to fulfill all iiMemiedi- 
ate grades ot tenant which have been created by these farmers 
betwm thetnselvee and the rjfuls must ot course cease, and 
the Smhurakar will have to collect the rents in most ins. 
laaces from the actual cultivators of the soil, the retention of 
the I)ur»moo$lqjers may be desirable in some cases but 
as a general measure I thing it would be objectionable.* i 

6. ' The Board have given it as their decided opinion that 
one Iai;ge estate is as much as any Sitrburakar can properly 
■uperintend,t and as Mr. linlach at present administers 
no less than three (two of them very extensive) it will be ne* 
cessary for him to divest himself of the management of two of 
ihemi to enable him to eitercise an efficient adiiiinistration 
over one. The cirhumstancm which have been brought to 
light during the investigation of the charges^ lately preferred 

a ;ainst Mr# Imlach, render it, in my opinion, on every account 
jeictionable that he dioiild retain the management of 
tlw Huveilee estate in direct opposition to the wishes of at 
least one of the proprietors, and the only one of diem of an 
age to be capable of judging rightly how his inletesu have 
hf^ii affectt^ by tfip injudicious mtnagement of the 
Sitrbttrakari. 

T. I would propose therefore to allow Mr. Imlaob to re* 
tain the management of the Soorji^iw estalei^ which is auf. 


♦Sec Mr, CeiledW OMithbary’s leiler «f ihs IffAiMay, l«S4, para. 3. 

t Bv die rules oftlesrnics one rovenemea iaiiiviiiiMl is momcient 
to perform llw daites of Macbtrate eM Cnlleetor io a Ols^K'alioat 
mmUos-siiMere, IwsklM thorn of Drputv Pott Mmier, Depary Opium 
Awt, Siifw«»ti^^t .of Roads, Bailderpf 

f of T'«aks, nihsiiitnc for amaBia oo eeiiaia oeesslons. 

Prmldriiflpr COiiris^ Rncjutiy, gnpervl^df aatetes n^er AUa^ 
meidji^m for dm Conn of Wardi^ iui. Re." lcC.' 

. B»' ®fd»* MaaafcW^ jaemotial. datcdSdA ^aalv 
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ficioidy large to oecupy hin <rliote<idw «nd«tt«atidB» mml 
the proprietun of wtiich. have not olgected to hia ntomiim* 
meat :'~Hhe salary which he receives from the assets'^ neit 
property viz* . rupees per month, is not mote than snlV 
iicient remuneration for the lime and labour which the proper 
tnanagement of the property will demand. 

8. The iiuvellee estate being of tmmetise ee/enf, CORipti* 
sing no leto than seven ParguuHt would require the spnojnfr.- 
ment of a person im Maiia^r toe// acquainted with tke 
property tmd its resources^ and in every way qmUfi^. 
by his knowledge of the languages^ his aeqminlani&e 
with zuniindary accounts, and tho' last not hast, his 
n,Yight conduct for the task, and I must confess that 
I CUanot point out tt person Better qualified for tKc 
offwe in every respect than either of the Messrs* 
Palmer { th<y have hitherto Been the actual Ma* 
nagers of the propertq, having held the farm of near* 
hf the whale estate since the first appointment* of a 
SurbUrakar, they nuist therefore of necessity he better 
acquainted with its resources than any other person 
could They are both well versed in the Ian* 

guages and from the number of farms which tliey have 
held under their man^ement in this and other districtsi 
they must be thoroughly acquainted with the mads 
off administering an estate to the best advantage, 

I may add, tliat as far as I am able to judge, they appear to 
have been good Managers and kind towards their tenantry, ( 

I would therefore in the event of die Sadder Qoard of Revo, 
titm considering it advhnMe to deprive Mr. tmlach of thd 
BMna^ment of the Hwveliee estate, propose the appoint* 
meat either Oe»rge Palmer or Mr. Vnarles 
Ptdmerfjts his successor, and I do so with the utmost 
reUantem their int^rUy knd competency for the task, 

I must not omit to mention thst as neither of these gentlemen 
have appli^ to me tor the situation, 1 am unable tq state 
whether tliey would accept of it, bin 1 cannot make an offer 
of it until the propositioa receives the sanction of the aa.i 
perior Revenue Authorities. 

* Oaly since 1235, Stea/ktt 1 1 ! 

t Tiiese circamstancei, are rather asainettheqaeatinaof resdsaitn 

t Who committed the ** oppression and cMctioos 1 
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‘ 9. The ealiirj at pniKof drawn by the Surbufokar of 
Purgumis Hutreliee, be.' i« 'JOO riu)4>e8 per inonih, a large 
sum etrtanily fw the tri/liwg services which have been 
performed by Mr. Imlack, but notioonmeh for a 
person devoting as much of his time and labmr as 
the proper management of the estate wotdd demand; 
I would not therefore recommend any reduction in 
the amount of the Surburakars aUowance f or the 
management of this estate. The mode of remune- 
ration might however he changed io that of a per centage on 
the rent collected, which would create a Atimulohs to exero 
tton this remark is also applicable to the SooTjaitore eatate 
and othersi similarly siiiiaiea. ^ ( 

10. The Me^srs. Palmer have, as I have already stated.^ 
signified their willingness •# give uu tlie farms, and should 
of course be required to pay up wimiever balance may be 

a due by them op that account before either of them 
be permitted'to become the tSarburailar.* It is obvious, 
that this change in the system of management would- cause 
the least possible coniusfon, at- the Messrs. Palmer would 
atill continue to collet;; die rents as heretofore (with the 
exception of their 'collecting •more immedia(cly*.frpm the 
ryuts than they had hitherto donr,;t idiereas, were the- ma- 
nagement entrusted to any person, not acquainted with the 
internal arrangement of' the MeHalsy which appears io be 
the case with Mr. /m/ncA) such a measure would occasi^on 
great confusion among all classes on ^le estate and an infi- 
nity of trouble to the Surbwakar.i 

11. 1 do not consider -it neeeasary to detain ihis report 
until 1 can leara the sentiments of the other lease-holders, i as 
.1 do not anticipate that any valid objeOion \rill be made 
against the revocation of such leasee, and it is deskable that 
, 1 ^ould receive the instructions . of tlie superior Authorities 
with the least possible delay to enable me to carrj^ die new 
sydem intoefiect from the cominencenient of the ensuing Ben- 
'gal year^ 1 propose with ydur sanction to issue a notice to all 
those bolding leases under a Surburakar, to inform them 
that they must be preyed to give-up their ftrmsat the ez- 

piVation of this year, and before that time 1 hope to be fin- 

— , . 

• Why was Mr. Pe rry permitted to beeooN the gartanhr whheat 
thill liTeiiminary measure being e&lbri;edf 
t Very roiisideraie! 
i W bjr baa ii not beta done f 
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rinvd with 'imtructionfl regarding the m^mirNfeD be, e4<^ited 
in feture. li you agree with me regarding the errangeiliailte. 
now propoKd, tliey can be entered upon at once as a $eia)K>i> 
rarjr ineanyrey mull wp ten 4 Hrocore the sentiments of d|e> 
Sadder Board on the , subject, , and this would prevent the.ioo 
convenience ;to be upprelieaded from delay in receiving"* 
reply' from tlie Board. . 

12. With regard tp tlie third estate, now under Mr. Im* 
Iacit's<man(^^nieiit, th?re .will be no difficulty »n selecting a 
person properly qualified for the office of Manager as tlm 
property is small. 

Poomeea, 1 I have, &€. 

Collector’s Office, {. (Sd.) F. GOULDSBURV, 

']^he ^6th March, .1831.} Mtfior. 

(True Copy.) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Offf. Ctmr. of Aew. 


To THE AcTIITiG SaCRETAar TO THE SuoOKE BoABD 07 
^ ^ ; RnyEvor, 

Sib, . _ _ Fort Williom. 

Mr. Gouldshury having fiivorcd me with his senriinehts 
on the aubject of yovl' letted of the 2l8t February last, 
1 forward it fir the consideration of the Sadder Board, at 
tlie same time coiQmiinicatlng mjr own, on die several pqints 
noticed by the Board. , 

Mr (roulctsbury in his 2nd paragraph attributes Jht 
freat distress note prnailing among ike Agricultural 
classes of these estates chiefly, to the pernicious e feet's of 
ttfe system hitherto, adopted by the Surburakar of letting 
them out in farm to the. highest bidders. 

3. Mr. Gonldsbury in recommending the application of 

the farmers Messrs. Palmer stated 'hU opinion, that they 
were entitled to a remission of . rent in con^quence of the 
general failure of crops for thbse.ppst two seasonst and 
the consequent inspecerishnuHt of the rjjfUtSf and the same 
reason lie adduced fur the increase of crime in liis district in 
bis late reports as Majpstrate. , • ' 

4. So that the distress ab present idid to. exist attioug ' 
the c-ultivating classes in ,Poomeeay is not altogether to 
be attribute to the ill-ejects of the farming plans*. 

— ' H I . . ■ ■■■■■»■■■■ ■ ■■■■ — - i; SI ' " " 

* We have yet to learu how tlie aveiem of IcUmf titatca out in 
it aUeotled with a general failure of cropi* 


( ' •» ) 

' It it 4 ci^ontlaitrtlie landholdm arei^ gvneranf oMh- 
peHed to raaoit to^ to tiw^ unvarying, inexoraUe d'rmands 
of iitato. The GoveriMnfnt demand aticka to estate 
tinder all circamstances uf lealanuty o(.Bea8on, act^ident, and. 
losses of every kind* No matter what pau^ have arismi to 
prevent the Owner of. the. soil realizing>his rents from the 
iinder*tenantry and cultivators; hia payment to Urn- state, 
must bo made, else the est^ goes to the haqnner, and out 
of his posoession. 

6. It is to secure himseir from such a risk and responsibU 

lity, and to enable him to meet the monthly demands of the 
state with the rigid punctuality required, that the owner lets ■ 
the lands out in farm under sufficient security fi>r the due 
payments of the rento , _ f 

7. It is this farming sysisto that, prevents the large un«-, 

vrieldy, unmanageable estat^ of Poorneea from falling into 
arrears of Government Kevenue. There are sqme estates in 
this district, which pay a Sudder junma of 3, 2, and 1 hies' 
of rupees, and the balance qt the cluw of the year, are ve. 
Tj trifling and easily realiz^’, ■ ‘ , 

8. The Surburnkar has but followed what lias been 
the custom of the owners of the soil themselves, and such us 
he considered secured tliem pK»t eflectualiy from avemual 
losses. 

9. No doubt where the system of ■ shb-letting is very pre-r 

valent and induces too .strong a competition, it is bad, its 
exposing thy under-tenantry to rack-rent and the ciiltivui^ 
ton to grievous ei^actions; but-froinwhat I have' learnt, 1 do^ 
not believe it has as yet been carried to tliat eace.ss tir these 
estates though it may in others; and- 1 judge this frotni 
the fact.that the rents are easily collected and the Govern.^ 
pient Revenue punctually .dlsdiarged. \ 

10. The Board is <d opinion that a Surburokar sltould 

administer the estate entrtHted to his management in the 
mme maqner as it would .be done by ** an active aad intel- 
ligent proprietor.’* i would ask, where is a proprietor ot this 
description to be found ? Is not ihe.leashtg system almost ge- 
nml over the lower; and these Provinces f and 1 have stated 
wh 7 ,a prtmrietiJt in the sense, dA Bpurd means, is setdoin to 
fc« feund. ^ 

. 11. *1^6 Bond remarks ** It ik manHkst that every 
taid^feiiMg mtorpoaed '^^ Maaa|jet and the flrsl 
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i«nt«f)dyer 'imi^ live tipnn tlie inconw bHw qi 

in^ to'the ‘Znmihdar ; 1 adni^t%lii«,.but wbnt difikrebcft 
doei it mtdcc as aijfeiinj; the luterest of the aenml aihiva« 
toi-«, the persons whose intcresHure most to be comidiretl 
as on their, condition the value of an estate depends^ for tf 
every part of tint ineonie it derived by, and goes into the c^e/$ 
of, the pt-nprietor, the lower classes are not beneQtM by ttio' 
change of lA^agemcnt) by paying the full cicsstistoohb party 
instead oT to aiiothcr. 

19.'^ Next, the* Board observes as, to the self indulgent 
and imtidiciom administration** on the part of Snrhitrak»f 
I shall here remark that in the present s'ate of oiit;Eevenue 
admirfislration wlia-e the Uws are so noioriousljr ineflectiye* 
to secure to the Gtpvenuiient. contractors the certain and 
tipeedy.realitntion of their mils, wdierehy they are alone ciipa* 
bleof satisfying the Government deimnil; the system pursued 
by them may ih its true sente be considciod selfindulgeut,’* 
fiir It IS the only plan by wliioli they tan secure their own 
interests from jeopardy, and is “ judicious*' us absolving them 
from'the grievoits Itabdiriesjar failure satisfying |he Ga> 
yernment demand, inevitably imposes. 

1^. In respoet to tlie pasiagp ( •* who mott inevitably'be 
exposed to the.mo8t grievous extortion by the system of sdb- 
letling &c. jttc.,”) I cap piily obherve that tlie Surburakarf 
Ithotild inquire into thes# rntitters if existing, and endeavour 
by his own authority to redress them, if nii ihle to do so, a ' 
r^resmtation to the Collector doubtless would ef&ct ii, at ahy 
ute, by bringing them to nbiice, pro]ier measures would tm ' 
micen either by the Revenlie Authortiiesor tlimngh tlie clianael 
olihe Civil Court to protect the rj^ut* from opprixision. * 

]l4. Referring to the 4th paragraph f t am of opinion Mr. 
Imlach may be retained as Surbitrakar oyer the largest 
’'estate, and others appointed over the retnaniing. 

15. The Collector to report how many would beneceso 
sary in tetpm to the extent of each estate, its gross assets, 
and Suddex jummio. 

16. Probably no separate fharhuraknr would be neees' 
sary, as d|0ttld the prMcoc fgeming leases of Messm. Fid* 

* By the last Qasrterly RefWRt of tlw* Dwiricl, th^re were oji, 
wants of J,7Q0 sooMiary mils peadiag Iteforo the CoUeetan, no dooW, 

•a equal nantberor areater ware hela hseh by the derpor of hswef 
them broaght even tp a kcariag . 
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mer be iseneelled <m the apiration of tirppreBent era ,lf4f , 
the Dur-4noosiaJer* eitmi nuuf be moiniait{(i!S whiek I 
etrongtv advorale / asra the Moostojta^f might pajr their 
reiita airact into the Collector'e ireaRury^ving security 'fur 
the due fiiliilment of that engagements , * 

17 . To iiitiuce liiein to retain their famPy some small re- 
mission oPrant must be granted to each, a'ud, if what is Stated of 
the distrerses of the’cnltirating clasaes is true, ilie necessity of 
this is apparent, both as vegarus the interests of <lie' pi'oprietors, 
and as tending to the success of the nieasure, 

18. Mr. lintach should be letaiiied %s general su})eiin> 

tendent, o( Supervisor, to see that no upder>tettant on ryuty 
is raek •rented or hariassed, and that the proprietotrs get their 
full value from theiresialcs. . * _ 

19. ' As to that part of the 4th paragraph, where it js ob'>'. 
served that no difficulty could be found in cuHecting the 
rents* from those whb gVow the corps, / feet con^detU to 
do thisf would involve so large and expensive an establish- 
smenty and place ike assets insuck aprxeariousuneertbin 
state, that I cannot lentureto recommend it, the expenses 
tpould more thau counter balance the gams, 'hhelg to be 
aegftired by the experiment, and if 1 uti^calrulafe not, 
sbould absorb all or nearlg all the surplus profits now rea- 
lisud to the landholders by the present jasmtUg^ leasrsA- 

80. To compaie a large in this country with 

An extensive manor in England is quite out pf the question. 
The tenures are differont of all the classes of holders, atul the 
power of a landlord in the one ii a( least ten times greate^ 
than the (it her. • ‘ / 

21.* t have thought it in the present stage of the proceed)^ 
ings best to siibinii at once Mr/ (louldbury's.leitei and in/ 
own without making any further reference to. that gentleman^ 
on the subject, that ihe Board may decide to which opinion 
they feel inclined to give their support. . 

SS2. I disagree entirely with Ur. GouTdsbury in the pro> 
ptiety of entrusting the Messrs. Palmer with the management 
of any part of the property as Surburaksir, and would the 
rather retain their leases to the expiration of them on granu 
ing then; the remissioh of rent they have asked for, the under 
tenantry and ayuts being secured in proportionate reductions 
in their payments. 


* Tims hat beta aiioptvii. 
t See the preamble to Meg. \L of ISU. 




9^ ‘Birt afll fwve l>ef»re otatetl, Me fM«f 0tigiU8pi^ 
in<m^ opiftibn is htrttiaia 'the. Dfifj^tomtnierii'* m 
remistiok to thb koldtrs of tiie iiiider«teiiwit% 

chejT puyiflff (keir rents direct to the Coll^oior's ireinmt^y 
serf ices of oic. Imlavh beinj; retained us general 8U|>|>erin* 
tendent. • • ‘ , 

Si. T lie losses, the Messrs. Palmer are said lo hay« 
sustained, cati by naineansbe-attriUtitiMi to Mr. Imiack, tli^ 
onl^sliew that the fanners niiscalculuted their eventual gaiiis 
and by too eiigcr a . cuinpeiition made an iin|M-ovident i>ai*« 
gain. The charges ptef erred bo Rujn Bijue Gonind 
Sitsfrh at th^ inetiffatiott of tkene farmers agaioBt 
Afr. Itntacht have hettn dismissed, as entirely desU^ 
lute of proof, and this is, ip my opiniom one onf of 
*many other reasons, why tUe Messrs. Palmers should 
not he entrusted with tire maimoement of any part 
• of the estate. 

93..' For the reasons stated in the llth paragraph of 
Mi> GoiiUUbury's letter, I request to be favored with the 
Board’s orders as early a^ jiracttcable* 

' 96.' 1 forward for the Board's observation copies of the 
correspondence that has passed between Mr. Gouldsbury and 
myself on the, subject of these estates, and shall await the 
Board’s instriictions, before I make any further cominuMi- 
cations to tliat gentleman. 

, Comm issioner’s otfice, I am, Sir, 

/ IStli Division, Monghyr, -Your obedient servant,' 
tore Ist A-pril, 1834. (Sd.) C.- W. .STEEU, 

\ Cammr. of RetesUK, 

) TO'THK OfFICIATINO CoMHISSIOilBa op BRVKRnE. 

I9tk Division, o/ lihtiugulpore. 

§ 111 , 

f am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 
dated.the .1st Atpril, forwarding a copy of Corres|Ntndence 
with' the Collecter of Poorneea rm the subject of the form 
of ibe fluTellee Poorneea estate which the Messrs. Palmff’ 
hold form.Mr. Jmlach the Swburjskar of this xumindarjy, 

_ 9. The Sadder Board have befiwe cornmnnicntml iheip 
view of. the pemiciotisness of creating so many interiMs 
between the ryuts and the landlord as a}ipear to sutmst 


* They bavo been iMswed. 
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und^t* the Fysf^m dt^Surburnkar maiiiii^faerlt^ obtiimic^ iti 
the Poorneea Di^rrct,* THtjfk diey have nochiiig^ fd ^dil to tlie 
definition of the duties of^its office confined in th^ir dfici* 
e^intf Secreury^s le^er of the Slst of Pebriiaty last, excirpt 
to observe that it is no justification of Mr. Imlacli’s contract 
ilritb, the ‘Messrs. Palmer to refer to the customs of the 
tKUmindars^ they may let their estate if they like that mod^ t)l 
collecting their Revenue f biu Mr. Imlach as stipendiary 
Surburuicnr^ standing in the relation of a public servant, 
and supposed therclai*e to be in possession of ihe necessary 
qualifications for the employment lie hits undertaken, cannot 
vrith any more propriety farm out his trust to another than 
the CommisHoner or the Cfollector cm depute theirTespective 
official duties to any irresponsible agent who might consent 
to perform them.+ , 

3. The Board notice with satisfaction^ that' the local 
authorities at e aware of the serious evil of sub-letting carried 
to the extent whi^h prevails* in Poorneea; vet you ask in 
the Itth parugiaph of yoiir letter wliac diilWnce does it 
make, as afieciitig the interests of the actual cultivators ; t^e 
persons whose interests are most to*be considered, as on their 
condition the vuliie of an' Mate depends, for if every part of 
this income is derived by, and goes into the coffers of, the 
proprietor, the lower classes arc nut benefited by the change 
of iiiaiiageriiciit by paying the full C€s$ts to one parly instead 
of to another i 

4. Admitting that \\\e r9/ui's bave.no specific share 

what 'is saved by a economical a4id providentV 

ndminislratipii of his estate, and that their qiiojiaofthe pnW 
duce of the ugricultural labour remains the. same whetlie^ 
the landlord's porrion is collected directly by himself, by ft 
steward, or by farmers and Hiib^delegiitions of fanners, it mus^ 
be obvious that the more the mtermediaie agencies are multi- 
plied, each exacting from his next inferior, the most lie can 
induce him to )iay,.ino more distressing wiH be the condition 

■'■■■■■■■P ■■■ ■ . , — ' I ' ' ■■—T ” ■ > 

* The srstoin aenerakly obtains tbrougboiK the Beaf al Presidency 
aad<is ma adopiecl by the Board In tlicir own, managenient of SMIes 
botoaflng ti» minots. See tbe Board’s sanelioa of tbo contract with, 
timm very Psioivr for the fvm otf Tsjporooftaic^ btSfcc IliaCiiCi. 

of Poorneea, d.«ied Igib March, lct33. 

pes. VI. of The Sudder Board of Revonoe aiidlfr. 
CoilMor GiaiUtshnry seem to hare foruotten the eaiater of S6ofja|>«M 
Badoor, Tajpoie,aticf Sowsa Hunbliag,in wiitrlilbitr estates the perofei- 
oustistcmitt uiM vn fnfi ojperatfon ; and the Manaam of Sooijrpnre 
(Mr. B* R« Ptrrx ,) Badoor and Stwm lltiubbag are ■Mpendiariet alvov 
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of <he last, who are the real industrious cinsa, when a mis-^ 
fortune of season arises^ (hen thh cuh1vafi>r fails iQ hilT 
iiccnstomed crop. * He cannot satisfy the Dw^moostafers 
iin'hiediately above him in the scale of extoFtio^ei*s, the Otfi*** 
moosfnjrr is pressed hy the Monstnjer^ the Moostnftir by the;; 
contractor or MouUthiil^ (he Mootnhid hy <he ^umindar / 
and ilte latter, who oti<{lit to be the adiiiinistriUor of 
relief hy his temporary moderation or by granting advancee 
to replace cattle or pii. c1m 8(^ seed, iituls that he has no surplus 
of former s<»asons wherewith lie can even support the Govern- 
ment tax and hisown expeiiditiire, while he abates his rents, and 
that what would have been thesur|)IuH of good seasons under a 
more frugal system has been consumed in the wasting journey 
that the landlonTs share of the produce has had to sustain 
tlirougli the hands of the many parties above enumerated. If 
a second Hiiliire of cultivation follow before lhcr^///fv have 
recovered Iroiu the first caUunity, such for instance as it is 
said has actually occurred in Voorncca in l!3!39 and 1^40, it 
is not surprising to liear of extensive depanpiration, and tlie 
emigration of families from their jolcs and villages to the 
Aforuug or any where to escape from the desperation of tliese 
circuuisiancc'. A Riiccehsion of biul harvests “will bring an 
estate, so managed, quicker to public sale than any process 
can be readily devised.* 

5. The Board concur in the arrangement firoposed’^ by 
Mr. (foiildsburv idih the e^veepfiou of appointing either of 
thenJiJ>*^!!(, Palmer to the office of Surburakar of Jtu^ 
xLdlee Ponrneea. Both Mr. Kmlach and the above inrfiu/- 
mah should he removed as quicklu ns possible from all 
^inection with this estate. It is (kr too extensive a con- 
cern for the former to superintend wilh advantage to (he 
proprietors, and the Board desire that he may be restijeted 
tt) the ^charge of Soorjapote which is siillicieni to engage the 
whole of his attention and yields him a salary of 500 m. per 
mensem. A competent per son must be immediateh/ selected 
btf the Collector for his succmor.l; The best waff of 
disposing of tlw lease to the Messrs. Palmer, %pUl be 

* Have the Board aubm filed to Governmentthe al»oJiiie necenity ' 
of fortliwitb caiicelliog Resr. VI. of which le^ralized lanns prefix 
oudy framed ; and autliortzed the farming out of etUres belOD^iii||p (O > 
nuuoriy on the repreieiitatiuiw ot the Reveirne author uiSi t 

t Six Managers were appointed as his succeisors. 
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toeancelit fromtheendof the year 1240, and tomake 
them whaiever remiisioti shall appear to be mavoid- 
akU as a measure of justice to tketn, and not obnoxi'" 
ous to any valjd objection on the part of the propnetafs. 
The oollectione in future must be provided for either by 
direct myment into the Collector's treasury from the occu- 
pant Dur-moostajers, if it shall seem advisable to lelain them 
on the jumma-hundeCf or by such other arrangement as the 
new Surbtttakar may adopt with (he sanction of the Col- 
lector. As you and that otncer are agreed tiiut some lemis. 
non of rent must be mode, the Board rely on your maLinj' 
^our relaxation of the Zumindar's demand in such wav timt 
It shall assuredly give to the ryuls hts just propoition of iliac 
remission for as above indicated, he is tlie pai ty most desei v- 


ing of indulgence and whom it most concerns the permaiiput* 
interests of the Proprietor and the benefit of the estate which 
filiould be inseparable to nourish and protect. 

Fort William, ) 1 have. &c. 

Sudder Board of Revenue, > (Sd.) G. A. BUbHBY, 


The 15th April, 1894. ) 

(True 

Sudder Reifenue Boaid, > 
Fort Wilham. $ 


Copies) 




W. PETERS, 


Un-Atottmnt S*trtUay, 


To F. Gooldsbdrt, Eso. * 

Sigj Collector of Poorneea. 

With reference to instructions received from the Sndd 
Board on the subject, you will be pleased to pioceed to 
dopt meaaures to rdieve Mr. Imlach of the cliarge of Sur- 
hlsraiior of the Iluvellee estate, retaining hts service os Man- 
ager only oftte estate named l^ijapore on a monthly salaty 
of 900 rupees. 

8. It la not considered expedient to appoint either of the 
Messis. Palmer to the office of Ssrburakar of any port of 
t^esfatea. On tltn^opish^ent of ih«ir leases, the a|mli- 
of tbese gentleffien. mt m remisdon’' of a part of tbeir 
fanning lents wSI meet with the oonsideiaiion that in justice 
i» doe to them, the proprietors of ihe estate, and those whose 
interests the reduction is intended most immediately to affect 
and advantage, via ; the actual cultivators of the soil. 
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3. iTou will proceed to make such htmgemeritt tinit 11^ 
collections from dieae estates may be made by direct 
ment into the collector's treasury either from the occupant 
JJitr-mooslajerSf if it ahidl seem advisable to retain thMO^ eV 
by such other iii rangements as will ensure relief to the ryuit 
from the exactions, the system of sub4etting has subjected 
them to, as well as increase the profits of the Zumindart. 

4. In those estates the farmine leases of whieli have ex- • 
pired, you will ofcouisc immediately collect the rents khats « 
and appoint a Manager or Tuseeidar with responsible secu« 
my for ilie purpose. It may not be advisable to cancel those 
leases whose pei lod have yet to i un during the current year ; 
btit in the mean time you will prepare your plan to 1^ ready 
to take chaige of the whole of the estates from the commence^ 
ment of tlie ensuing year by collecting from and leceiving the 
rents of the cultivators direct into your treasury, or as may be 
found inoNt expedient and advisable by retaining kite leases of 
the Dur-moosiojerSf should their demands on the ryuts be 
found not to be exorbitant or on an average not exceeding the 
established or customary rates of the country. 

I am, &c. 

Poorneea, > (Sd.) C, W. STBBR, 

30th April, 1834. 5 Conmr» 



To C. W. Stbeb, Esq. 

Officiating Commistioner of Revenue^ 

ISfA Division^ Monghj/r, 


tf laving completed thearrangementtfor the future manage- 
ment of the state of Iluvellee Poottieei^ &c. I have the lionour 
to submit herewith fur your information copy of my Perrian 
proceedings, containing the fnsiruettuns which have been is- 
sued for the condoct of the several Surhurakars who have 


under the sanction conveyed in your letter, under date theSd 
instant, been appointed for each Purgunu^ 

r rpjmltg tn tSn 

connected with 


it, from the oppottnnity of inparcUe Managen t& 
each Pw’gunu, these Officers not having a larga' 
tract of country under their management them thty 


CM ; 

^an proptrly superintend^ will he enabled to visit 
everp^ pari of their Purgunus to entpiireiulo the 
causes of the distress which has been so prevalent 
among the 'agricultural classes, and to apphf life* 
proper remedies ; and the expences of wanagcnwnt 
linger JtbtB svsiein, will fall c(>n8idt>riibly siiurt of whui it was 
unuer Mr. Imlach’s administratitHi. 

3. As considtruble apprehensions map be enter- 
tained that in the event of recourse being at once 
had to a general system of khass collections through- 
out the Purgunus lately held in jaim by the Messrs.' 

. Palmer, there woidd be a serums Jailing off in the 
collections, J have deemed under atl the circumstan- 
ces the most advisable plan to retain [for some lime 
at least) the grade of tenantry who cofit ct from, and 
are immediately connected with, the, ryuls, as the lat- 
ter are almost entat iubly indebted to them for ad- 
vances, {'fuccavee) and their interests are so 
interwoven until each other that tf be likely to cause 
serious conjusum if this class of tenantry were at 
once annihilited.f 

4. The chief cause of (ha great distress among the rytits, 
being the exorbitant^ uniount of rent whicit has been ex- 
acted from them, I have directed the Surhuraka rs l;u-xi sit 
every village on the estates, and to ascertain and report 
wfierever the amount payable by any ryuls or Moostiijer iiuiV 
appear excessive or on reasonable, in order that such a redur^ 
tion may be made as may enable him to carry on Ids farm, hr 
cultivate his sput of ground with the hope of acquiring 
enough to subsist himself and family from the profit or pro- 
duce after paying his rent, and 1 have directed that in the 
event of its appearing that any Moostajer exacts more from 
the r^Kfe lluun the established rates of the Purgunu, or. is 

tor Oottldsbory’s loiter of the Mih Marrb, 1034. A late diecovery. 

I Here the Aiiloio of crope for two saeeecding jeore te loot eight of, 
as alio the regoloiioni enacted for protecting the rpnfo (enliiretots) 
frost exerbittat real being terfod hon then. V ere jnsttce dcelt oat to 
the rjnrts wilbia a rt asouabic period, and ai a modciaic expease, cotid 
•steriiop coBliaae iongt 
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guilty of oppression towards his tenantry, his fiirm will |)e 
taken from iiiin, and tliut where no rales exist, a fair and Yea»^ 
sonable rate should be fixed upon, wiili reference to the cus»* 
tom prevailing in the neighbourhood accoiding to which the 
rents are to be paid hv the ry#f/s\ Pottahs are to be grant- 
ed and rnbooteeuls taken in every instance, 

.5. The tenantry onnhe estate have become so impoverish* 
ed from the effects of the exactions winch they have been sub- 
jected to by the sub-leiting system, tliat it will be some tiiiie^ 
before matters can be resloied to u healthy footing and ihe 
profits of the jSnmintiars cannot be expected to bcencreavcd 
during the present year, but the benelit which the esuiu* will 
ultimately derive, will moie ilian compensate for any piesent 
deficiency. 

P.iorneen, Collector's Office, I 1 have, &e. 

Tliv lOth May, 1833. 5 (Sd.) 1\ CIOULDSBUUY, 

Collector. 


To C. W. SriCER, Esq. 

Officiatiug Commhsiotfvr of Hevrnufy 

\ith Division^ Mongh^r. 

Sir, 

e-tite of ffiivellec PaornrrtL^ See. having in r great raea- 
sure recovered from the confusion occasioneil by ihe revoea- 
tion of (lie leases granted by the lute SuthnraLfr to the 
M Palmer and otlier*', and matters having f>f*en csta* 
hlis^unl on a more healthy footing, I would propose with your 
sanction (n entriinC the whole management of die eMuie to 
one Sntbttrnkar instead of retaining the separate manage-. 
merit for each Pargunu alluded to m my letter under date 
the lOfli May last. 

In mo^t iiiitancestlie class of Durmoo^lajcrs eolle^iiiig itn« 
mediately from die ryutSy have been permitted to retain tlieir 
farms iiiittl the expiration of their leases, and in those tdiiccs 
which have become khasn from the Durmoosiajer^s leases 
having expired, or from other cattses the rents arc either 
collected from the ryuts diiecty or small fauns have been 
granted at moderate Jumma to fresti jMooslaj**r% on condition 
of their receiving ttieir rents direedy fhdvi the cultivators and 
liot sub-htting their farms to others, tlie reteiidcm of a separate 
Manager for each Purgunu is iherefoic no longer neces* 
aary, tis little rnnains to be done besides collecting Me rents 

* lu four uioiiUitMr. Collector Goatdshary rcitori^ Ibe MtFo to a 
healUiy fooling. « 
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fwr vhieh 'dittyf andfbt aUeudhtf to the general interests 
ef the estatOf om Smburakar ttiil su^ee, 

9. At proem moitt of the duties which properly -belong t6 
the Swburakar devolve a)mn me, and my time is so inlly 
oeeupied wilhny other numerous nvocul ions that I am on- 
able to pay sufficient attention to (hose matters without neg- 
leeting others of greater impoitance, on this account there- 
fore it is advisabTe tliai the management of the estate should 
be entrusted to a competent prson who could devote the 
isliole of his time and attention thereto. 

4. Mr. B. R. Perry, the present Manager of Pnrgurtu 
Huveltee, has by the very creditable manner in which he has 
conducted the ailuirs of that portion of the property, proved 
himmlf to be fully competent to undertake the ndministrn» 
lion of the whole estate,* and as be has evinced so much zeal 
and dilii (ence hitherto ill the discharge ot his duties and is 
thoroughly acquainted with them, 1 propose to select him as 
Surburakar. 

5. With regard to the salary, 1 am of opinion that the a* 
mount of it should be regu'aied with reference not only to 
the nature of the duties required to be performed, but al.'>o to 
the responsibility of the situation, and as the rental of the 
estates exceeds five Ikcks of rupees, I should think 500 rupees 
per mensem would be an adequate reinuneration. The lute 
Surburakar Mr, A. linlacht received 700 rupees per month 
altfao’ the office- was then almost a sinecure, and he was in 
the receipt of 600 rupees additional for the manag»tneMH)f 
<^wr estates. 

I have,&c. 

Paomeea, Collector's Office, l(Sd.) F. (iOULDSBURY, 
The 8Sd Sept. 1894. ) Collector. 

To F. G'Hii.nseoBT, Esq. 

Collector of Poorneea. 

Slh . 

In acknowledging your letter <»f the 33d instant, I think 
it only necessary to stuo> that thesuggestion you make uf teveru 
iug to the ^steni lliaMwmeriy prevailed in the management 

* AO ye iahrtitants ot Pooroera, read aod'leata t 

t Mr. OoHeeior OAuldtiturjr sreoi* lotna every opportaDUy to die* 
play kia AnMtcaf IretiaRi towards Mr. A.laiia('h. This iadivsdut to 
aetlBg under iheaacred oMij^aitoa of an oalti too. 
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cf the HuvelW e«tiU«» U directv ftt tmitfic* vitfc tfclUiOifa, 
p>e on >»hieh tlie Stjd l«*r U»ar<i of K«y«ntie direotfld llif 
tention, and as such, even if t felt incliaad to do », vluc^ m 
ttot the case, I would not lake on myselt cu racooraiend. 

S. Should you find any difficulty in givinff these eitM||H| 
your peisonal sup •rvision, the officiating Deputy CoIleAtMk 
can doubtless aid you in the duty, and should the Other duw 
ties oi your united offices sufficiently employ you both so 
to pi event your aflbrding any time to a proper attention to dt# 
affairs of them, on your diewtng the expediency and urj^ep. 
of tiic measure, i will arintige for your being aupplied vUq 
the services ofaitolher expetienced assistant. 

Commissioner’s Office, ' 1 nm &c. 

12tli Division, Monghyr, I • (Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

The 25ih September, iSSf.. > O^, Commr. of Hevemitt 

(True Copy) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Ofg, Commr. of Revenue, 


To. C. W. Steeu, Ebq. 

Offlciali»g Commissioner of Revenue^ 12ih Division^ 

Alonyhjfr. 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter, No. 1640, dated the S5ih instant, 
I beg to submit that you seem to have misunderstood ilie 
nature of tiic proposition contained in my letter of the 82d 
instant, wliiih is merely to substitute one Surburakor for 
the jnanngement of the whole estate in«ioad of the separate 
Surburaknrs now enierlamed for each ‘Purgunu, a measure 
which, as far as 1 am enabled to judge oi the sentiments of the 
Sudder Board fnim the correspondence which has passed on 
the subject, does not appear to me in the least d^ree re* 
pugnaot to their wishes. 

?. Tlie employment of a separate Manager fbr each 
Purgunu of the Iliivellee estate, was a measure which 
originated witli myself and the adt^tion of which (as a 
temporary arrangement,) 1 conmdered necessary under (he 
peculiar circunt'itances in which the propeity was placed 
in consequence of the Sudder Board having directed the 
abrogation of die leases granted 1^ the late Surbuoakttrf and 
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the adcipcioA of anew tystem of manaj^ment which naturally 
caused a good deal of confuatoti and perplexity ut (list. 

S. The estate haa now been in a ^at measure extricated 
from diis confusion, and affairs eWablished on u more secure 
and healthy footing for the future, and consequently I con- 
sider it* no longer necessary to retain tlie separate S nr burn- 
jtflri for each Pur puna (of which there are five receiving 
an aggregate salary of nearly 600 per mensem,) an i t ac- 
cordingly proposeoto abolish them and to retain in lieu of 
them one Manager fo** the whole estate on a sahuy of .>00 
Ttfpees per month, a measure to which the Sudtler Board 
have never to my knowledge objected, and which is in strict 
accordance with the regulations on the subject, the provisions 
of which iicvei routempluied the prrmufU supen i\ion of the 
Cof lector of the affairs of (he estates under attachment by 
order of the Courts of J usticc* 

4* What the Sudder Board of Revenue chiefly objected 
to was vesting the maniigetneiu of thee distinct estates 
(two of them very valuable and extensive) m oni» individual, 
|Ui was the case with Mr. Imhich and the tanning out of the 
proMrty to others by (he Sinbnrakar instead of administer- 
ing biiiiHelti, and on this principle they directed that in futnie 
not more than one Lirj[c estate should l>e enti tinted to the 
monagement of one indivultuil, and rli it the farming system 
ahoiild as far as pnicticabie, be abolished.* Thene iii'^tiiK- 
tiona have bt^en stiictly attended to, as far as circumstances 
would admit of it. Mr. Imiuch has been depriveti ofalie urn- 
liugeraent of two of the three estates held under his adminis- 
irationi and allowed to retllin that of Soorjapore. A sepa- 
rate Manager has been appointed fur the estate o( St^wsa 
Bunbhag, and the arrangements above alluded to, have 
been adofUed for that of Miivellee Poorneea^ &c. the most v<i-» 
Itiable and extensive of the throe formerly admiiiiaiered by 
Mr. Imlacb* 

May I beg the favor of your submitting a copy of 
idiis letter and of my former one of the S^d instant for the 
consideratiou and orders of the Sudder Board, if you still 
to Hanoi ion the arrangement now proposed. 
TWrneea,Collecior*a Office , ) I have, &c. 

TJkeSdOi September, 1834. 5 (Sd.) F. GOULDSBURY. 
, 4 Collector n 

* Tlia ffurmtiif tyslain utiillio operation, but the removal of the 
Meaacer has been dected, wliioli was tbe maiu object. 






To>p.'W.ST««i, ^ I- 

^ Officiating Commknofvr ^ Mneag^ llfA JOrnHum' 

SiUf . » . • 

Adverting to the 3<( fpnif{r«ph of yotir , 
letiier, dated the 93d Ociooer and the 5th and ] 
ragrafdi* of theStulder Board oi’ itevenue’e tetter, dated < 
9(11) SefiteinbtM' lain, I tp Mibmit herewith, for yodf I 
formaiioi) the piiiceeitinge held me relattre (o the cdtt 
siph of rent claimed by Memtfi. C. and G. Palmer, fhrew 
of ct.*rtain Purgunus oirthe eatate of fiavellee Pumeea,/' 
tier the management of the Collector. 

9. F roll) the enquiries ediieh t have initituted, it appeaiTfi^ 
thtt agiicaltiiral dtaireiH prevailed to a great extent through* 
out the eatate diirttig the ))eriod alluded to, and that in con^ 
setpience tiieieuf, the farmer> were unable to realise the fhu 
aqiuunt of rentd ue to them from their Dttr-mooitnjcrt and 
other tenantry. The causes which led to this distress, art 
tally delailed in the Hi paragraph of the late Acting Coh- 
lector' i letter to uour predeceseory dated thejUth JUo 
gnet, 1833. 

3. F O'li ti eJ«oima'tiMrrirt/-5aniieeaccounti, produced 
the Messrs. Palmci^, it appears diat the, total fnmma payaMu 
by^ them is. Sa. Rs. 3,T0,S98 15 10 0 

To meet which they have collec- 
ted only ,1 ’ 3,59,300 Odd 

Leavingdeiici^t...'^ „ II, OSS 15 5 9 

To which may be added the 
coats of collection .............. ,, 15,000 0 00 


^ Making a total loss of „ 20,(^415 5 9 

if they are held to the letter of their bargain. 

It appears that the MoosUtfert and other tenants, ara uii« 
able to pay the balance doe by them, and that if coorciwu 
measures are adopted, it would cause irretrievable distltsia# 
among them, and induce many of them to abandon thiniK 
houses. 

As it is very clear that Messrs. Palmer hare Mpeed to puif 
more lor the fin ms than they can fairly yield, f thaj; to htw - 

■■■ I "j wwiwe* ( 

* Have you not xwen 4emeB for liiasebalenoeaattaehcd and mMi / 
t Mr. Coiloetor Haa ibborv, in his letter o< the StM Maichiif 
iaforaied the CoatnuMioaer that the "Mture- PebuehtethiU dsjinf * 
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them to the letter of ih^r angegement^ would be highly in< 
jiiiioua to the genentl ^roepeiiqr <»f the ewote. I ha^e deemetl 
It |m)()er witli r^erence ui the 6th |Mragr»ph of the Sutider 
Buard’a letter above q'loted, to eom|>ly with their reqite»t eo 
far a« to grant tiimu <i reini«iioii* ut t aniM iu tiie rupee 
Hit the year 1910^ and poriiit'Witiii to -tiay the rjiiraiiiiiig ^ 
tfnna (of the 1 1 anna cWriiied by them) by in<»talnitfiitn on 
conditioB of thetr making a aiimUr remnaiun to tlieir imdrr- 
tonanirv, and I beg to b* favored* with your inHtrui.tii>nH witit 
regard to the retuHoioirclnuied by the fanners for the reinam*’ 
ing term of their tease. 

‘I have^ 8;c. 

Poorneea, Collecior’s Office, KSd.) F. tiOL'LDSBURY, 
The 30ih Febioary, j ' CW/ector. 


(.N’o. 89) 

To ThB OrriCIATING CuM)ttS'‘IO.VBB 0 -F Bhauoui.porb. 
SlRy 

The Siidder Doanl of llevenue having had before 
them your lettei, No. 373. dated the 1st iiisianr, I am direcu 
•d to Goininunicate thr^ following observiuroiie and oiders. 

9. The Hoard remark, thtU the reparte furnished nn this 
cccnsha are not suffirtentt^ explicit to enuhle them to 
decide on the propi tetjf., or otherwise^ or grunlin^ the 
remissiou to the farmers of theSitatimbiueelee Poor- 
noeoy ^c, to sthirh the VoUectot^ ap/nars to have al- 
ready assented. Jlut upon this proceeding of the Cvillectur, 
it ia aeoeMRry that you dkould pats orders in the first instance ; 
and tire interference of the Sadder Board will only be excr> 
cised indue course, in the event of any of the partweconceru- 
ad appealing agmnst those orders. 


ef esudf the whskteimSe uses As first appoisimtal sf m Sfriarsk s r,'' 
(Mveateen yean SRO}) mssi Amsfsrs iff msrsssOp is isUsree- 
fmsiaisd e-Mi «tt rsssurtts iJUa mup sAsrpsrsse esiddbs." 

* Oa the ISiii or lOili ninaiiRenea was men rd from Mooehyr that 
thecfasrgn iireforred by Bysw QeriiMtSiedi agMiut thoMsasger wero 
d m a i e nd , as eatirely desliiute at proof; aod ibai thii Maeaicer wsor^ 
MeMdte hisshaaMn t and oa iketOlb Febraary, Mr. OuHtotor Ooalds* 
bety Rvaeled tbh leaniiina, 
t OrFeenMRi 


f 
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3. Th« Siidfirr Bmird hAVe by my tmter oPifift iHt 
dcetnred ih»ir tipinion uf tbe my MMimm objeciiamii|idb 
tKi<t to the prewpst tyeteui of mMoguif them eeiateii^ bM 
requcmcd ynur wntijneiit'* nnH those of the CoHector » lb 
the piictic Ability <«(* iore-rltHtihji; iheJeam ot Mernn. 0. nd 
G. ralmei ii} « lu tiiii.‘r w liei) ah itt lavnUe no reel injosUell 
townrdi those hidividiiii’fl iir Any of the subordinate tenantej 
which object seems ihe more easily attainablry and the me*- 
miie the more desirnbie, in as milch as the lessees are stated 
III the ie|Miits now tvidcr nonce, tn be unable to continue 
llieir enjrajfeincnts, unless under the relief of a permaneni 
reinisMon t» u reiy cmisideiable extent You are requested 
to exfiidite as niticb ai possible the ttansmission of the re* 
p</it above lefcned to. 

' Fort Willuin, I have. Sic. 

S.xider Roaid oi Kcvennc, > (Sd.) R. D. M \N(iLB$ly 

TheSlst Match, 18^4. y Aelmg StrMrp. 

To F. Gituiosairav, E«n. 

Sir, Cothetor of Poomeea. 

Previous to passing any nniei on your letter in tavour of 
ibe request of lemisoion of Uevcntte for Messrs. Palmer, J 
request to lie fiHniiabed niib a correct and autlienticated 
mufiissiljMMmohMndreof the several meAa/«, eoinpnsiiigtbo 
Huvelee estate winch they held in farm, with the Jumma-wat- 
sil-bankof of the Iasi year of tliHir mnnugeineiit, and if 
tliev resigned within the year, the amount coileoted and 
paid in by them, with that eollected by you, and if any, « 
etstement of the outstanding balances of the yeer, with the 
enangeinent made by you foe the reabsitton of the same. 

Commissiuners’s Office, > , i am, &c. 

J2tli Division, Monghyr,> (Sd.) C, W, STEER, 

Tlie 8th September, 18 m. y ^ffj- Comr, of Hevontu* 

(True Cofty) 

(Sd.) C. W. 

Comt, of Bm«. Ifih Dtv. 

To C» W. 8TftSB| Esq. 

OJieiatuig Co m e tr . of Revoauo^ IStA Diomiom, Mott§kjfrt 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of yovt 
letter^ dated the 9th utttan^ No. 153^ vequaMuig to be fur* 



STEER, 

MoHgkyr, 



>liihed wdi a MoptiM JuiMm^hmdee nt tWwvefU Me- 
dals held in 'ferin by tha Me^n. Palilier, together with a 
JumnuhWitsHl-bankeefotXbe latit years ot their management^. 

f?* 

i. Ip reply X Wg I unable at present in* 

famish a correct Mofuml Jumma^bundee fot the years 
; X2I0 and 41} Moolkee, during which the Messrs. Palmer 
'field these farms in consequtoce of'tha Muitabood papers pre- 
pfired by the Pulwaiies tot those years, not being forth«com- 
Ing among the records received from the late’Sur^uraX'nr,* 
and were I now to call for them it would take some inuhihs 
before they could be got ready and their correctness ast er, 
tained, these papers beffides would be of little or no use in 
enabling you to form a correct judgment regarding the Mo- 
tahid'f claim for remmion^ as aearly the whole of the Me- 
hats held by them in farm from’tbe Surburakar were under- 
let to oth»8, and thus two or thi-ee distinct grades of farmers 
were created between the Mulahidi and the actual culiiva* 
tors of the soil. The «/iiiiiin<i-&ua(/ee' papers would merely 
■haw the amount payable by the ryuts to the grade of Dut- 
moostajers who received their rents directly from them, and 
'fioi the amount payable to the Motahids by those who held 
their leases immediately from thepi, which is all that is re- 


* Every person aeqasinteit with Zumindtrit nAdrs is awarr, tlist, 

Ew HtuUhod papers can only bn prepared at the end of the year ui 
Wbkh they refer. In the Huveliae Poorneea estate, theeullcction't for 
'Uw new year eomnwoce (m .Vretser) the end ef July ot begliioiuit of 
' AnsHel. Bbwily after Ui« Manager bad called for the arconnts of 124(L 
JImtIss, Mr, oficiating Collcrior Read fan ih$ 17ft Jupiuf, 1S33,) toolr 
- jpiaietsinh of hie oSoc. Tue Manager was restored on the ibth Ool. 1S3.1, 
henjaitt called eo the AilwerMr for those paperi ; bnioo tbe3Uih 
iMveiaher, lisfe Mr. Ooileater Ooal-lehnry took charge of hieoffice..Un 
4iw filet February, I8li.tbe Manager was again reinstated in his sitoa. 
I^oik.nnd he r^wnted his call for the papers of the peat year ; but on the 
ltd May, Mr. Colteclor Oonidsbnry again took poeaeatioo of the 
^aMnOb ahd has* held it ever since ^-.i^henoe the manager had not time 
thlfowed bin 10 M'to the papers of 1140, end at the end oflfidl itfeettst. 
'' Mr. epn^etor aottlMbfiryr and nnttbe late Hnnager, wee in charge of the 
;iiMpf}--^4hefolM the bliaie for the ptpera oflMil, not bring forth tiom- 
'|h|>ailfonf the ncdrdi^ melaim Mr. CMIeitor Oonldeboryh shonl^rs ; 
>1 ha hat IS MHfo f^rd for facts, that ha hotdif ahifletlM blame 
Mahkfw** *hpuldert.. 
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to be known to enable y6u to’tieeiito die 
leinisbion.* 

3. Tlie papers which have already been submitted to fill, 
will ^hew the amount ot Uie jumma payable to the MutaiMiL 
and how mach of this wai co lected by them for the 
1240, 1 nouibeg to submit a /itmiRa*»amManA;e«,f futni& 
ed by them for 1241 at tne expiration of which year tMl^ 
resignation was accepted together with a statement slwilillljl 
the total demands, collections and balances for the two feeif 
of their management, and I request to be favored widi j^iir 
eaily instructions on the subject. 

, I have, ticc. 

fPooineea, Oolli’s. Office, l(Sd.) F. GOULDSBURY, 
Yhe29th Sept. 1834. / Coiitetor. 

^ (No. 1697.) 

To. F.Gooi.DSBuaY, Esq. 

Collector of Poorneot 

3ir, 

In acknowledging vour two letters, of date the 29th of 
last month, regarding the management and collections of the 
Hiivellee, fee, Purgunu estates, late undoi farm to the 
Messis. Palmers 1 have to reply that according to your 
request a copy of your letter, propnsins the nomination of 
one Manager for the whole estates, shall be submitted to the 
Sudilei Board ; but in the meaiitiine 1 request the present 
a> raniremcni of separate Managers for each Purgunu may 
not be interfered with. 

2. Witli regard to the statement of the Jumma-wmtil 
and Bankee accounts of the estates for the Afoolkee years 
1240 and 1241,1 find the /erntmar stated as aimuintinff to 
only rufices SJO^STS IS 10 where is in one, prepued by me 
Molahid themselves and subimlted with youi letter of the 
3id December, 1833> ^he total amount, including the Pw 


* It woold ippear fram the abote nods of rcaaoniug. that the l<wa 
aming frou the aiiamanasemeiit ot, or letting oat to niider.faraMniat 
leiaitlian the rental ol the viliases br, tlie termer, (he prypneton are 
loaoffer, whereat, it » csnditioiioii by the term* ot (he coatracb Ihit 
the former shsll make good all aucb loaars >0 the latter 
t No. 1 Siateioeni abewing the Mouhida* JumnummmU Utd 
No. S a stamnrnt e\liibiliti|r the Keccnite and Diabiirseiaents 
coliccied by -Messn C. lit 0. Palmer la Boglisb and Persiaa. 
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e nK S%r’eintt<,vt fMf I Ht 418)36i} It Tbis you will 

IKo<k( lo euplMi. 

8, It R|ifN>i(n by ytmr jHmma^ttt/^itkte^xrmtat 
of the 89tb <>t last rntmth, that tin* tut^l amount timaitdahle 
fur tlir yie*r* 1940 amt 41. wan lujtie'* ... .. 740,617 15 0 0 
Of winch wa* collected only. . •••» o78)368 14 6 2 

Leaving a balance due *ty the Motah$ds..., 62,369 0 3 2 

4* I am not aware that anr d<>finite ot der hav been pa>.<»e<l 
by the Siidder Boatd granting or rejecting tlie claim to 
refliiwion pieferred by the mnlnhtth. But I am iiKltned lo 
think the exitediencv of attmg on the point w loft u> tite 
(htcretion of tliH office. I shall not feel inclined to recoiii^ 
mend the measure till the late motahidt have paid in nj!l 
the arieam dne from them tui per then euboujeeuttf up id 
the peiiod o( their lease which you say extended to the 
expiration of the Miwlkee year 1241, saving the amount of 
this remiMion calculated in one anna on each rupee of their 
payment, and ihU indulgence to be given only jor one 
Withe condition that the ryfnU get a pist pto|iortioii of tliac 
*< remnwon, being thepaity inoa dcsetving of the iiidiiU 
*tgenceand wboni it in lat concn ns the |h‘i inaneiu inieiett 
*'oflbe propneuiis and ihebuiclit >1 the e«taic to iioiiii-ili 
¥ and fnotect.’' 

5. On this point yon will lie picaw I to infonn me, wliat 
measure you intend adopting by way of insunng the above 
cgiiressed objeci. 

o. I enclose copy of my Peruaii proceeding on the 
mibicci. 

Cmnmiiwoner’a Office, 1 I em, &c. 

ISih OiviiHon, Moiighyr, WSd ) C. W. STEER, 

The 12ih Ociobei, 1834. y Commr. of Hotenut, 

vTrue Copiea) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Ofg. Commr. of Ramne. 

To C. W. Stbux, Bsa. 

OJtcMing Ctmmifrioner ofHdvenuOf Iff A Dnuioiif 
Monger. 

Bkf 

1 lum dm bonor to acknowledge tho neetpt of your 
loiter No. 169T. dattd die 4ib initaut, with Ut accompnaying 
Pfeman procMtmigi. 
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9. Witli refimnc* tu iIm reMarlu eonMuiwd ki 
pari^i-apli^ I to state llie mini of ^apow 3,79,8^ ti|>tO 
tlieieiiwmeittioDMy m the jumma Myuble by tbo Mcmi*# 
Palmer w the Surburukar't kttlrhrrrjf^ fiir the fariB *if 
Purgunus Haveliee Puormmh^ SreefHirp^ 8a(4ta«)iaM| 
Pliutiypore^ $inj{ea, and Mehal Khan^;y, which they held <Ml* 
drrtlie same |K)ttuh, aiwl for-which the reiui^ion is Mrfidtoil. 
The jumma of niftees 4,l8,dW,>] 1>10 includes tliat 
Purgunu JIurriiii:Htf* alto held in farm by tho^e getMlt- 
men, but under a separale and ditUnrt potiah from the otiwr 
Purguuus above-meiiijuiied. This last farm havtK|f 
yielded a small profit, no reinieUon \fa» wUvited on accoutll 
of it by ibe Motakidx.'f 

3 . Tlw Judder Board have certainly not panaed any 
ntte orders on the subject of the etatm preferred by theae fsnh 
tnei-h for remission, but, from tbercmttiktcoiitaitied in ihedth 
paragraph of their letter to your predecessor, tkted the 94rh 
Sepiember, 1633, it would appear that tiiey were of ofiinlnn 
that the Mota/itd* bail Mipiilaied to pay snore ihstt the pr6* 
perty could fairly yield, and that to held tifem to die letter of 
their engagement would not beneKt any jrarty. Yhf Boattl 
appear also to have considered that the Collector being the 
person held tespontible for die proper management of* tlw 
estate, was fully competent and even bound 1o grant tho 
required remission, if on enquiry it sp}ieared that sniA A 
measure was expedient or necessary for the welfare of the 
estate. I should tioi therefore tune deemed it netessatrjf 
to report the matter Jor t/our orders had not Mt« Lee Wai« 
aer in his letter, datra the S2d Oetober, 1833, dkeeted me to 
acquaint him with the natuie of the orders passed by me, 

4. From the minute inquiries,^ lusututod by me, into the 
actual condition of' the property, it appeared beyond a dsntlft 
that the Messrs. Palmer had stipulated to pay cuneideial^ 
more than the farms could yield, and that to endeavour to 


• Rs. 48.031.12 

f Both farqii beloaxed to the mow propriotun, jrel. ahlio' they srs 
to ittffer ilio all' fed loo* iH thoONo.—Uiejr are uo> eniitleilto the toOrdt 
ofilioprogtfiealiM latheoUisr, wiikiiiio, b) nshi ol course, qia 
■era*. 

; Thew aiinale eaqairiio tbe fMilrr Ba«rd of Reien'ie coo d a ma sd 
on the Uai Maicli, 1034, as ** ooi nfieuutlp rapftex «* etoMedMudf 

** dmdr oa thtfrepnOU, or odhtewp ^ yr«M<i*>y da icmmomw Is lhi*femo> 
** «»f if sis asisie (/ifiMNiae i^wnwnA tr.** 




r ; 

J’lbice them to pay tlie £u)l mhioud^ tif Uieir ettgii^pni«nt4 
would only have tlifc effect of compelling tliein to have 
courM to a of raek-retit * by vyhicb the r^ufe 

' (alieady tnttui impoverished) would be driven lo ut« 
ter rain, and the eiiiate materially injured. 1 therefore 
deemed it expedient and deeirabie fur the interest of 
all parties, to comply witli tboir request as far as to grant 
dbem a temi«sion to the ezii^t of one anna in the rupee of* 
l^ir jummaiox 1S40 Moolkee^ aitd to allow ilieni to execute 
a kist^bundee for the remiduingl anna portion of the balance 
due by them payable within the tiiiie.for which tliey held 
their lease) *(5 ycais from ISiO ;) 1 deferred passing aAy 
orders regaithng a similar reniisAiun tor each succeeding 
vumil I should receive arqdy to my repot t un the subjeot) 
dated the iiOthPebittaiy last. , 

d. Your present letter does not contain any specific in* 
etruetions on the subject, nor can I discover from it whether 
>the arrangement, winch 1 have made tor tlie adjustment 
of the balance for 1240, meets with’ your appmbation or 
otherwise. You merely state that you are not disposed to 
** recommend” any remission, until the Messrs. Palmer shall 
haye piatl the full amount of the balance due by them, after 
deducting the one annapotiion which they claim as remission, 
Md diat the indulgence should be granted for one year only. 
This^ancehasj^ with exception of about 7,000 rup^ (which 
will speedily be realised) been paid up, and I would 
theiefote beg to submii, that it is needless to postpone the 
aattlement of the (juesiiun on that account, and 1 •olicit 
< dtefitvour of your furnishing me with your sentiments regard- 
ing the propriety, uroihenrise of the orders I have already 
jpHtd, UMif your irntruehons with regard to the remission 
jAr 1241, to which the motahids ore as much entitled^ as 
were to that for the preceding year. The Messrs. 
Palmer huse aheady grAiiKd lemissions to their under tenaq- 
Iry forl^ihoISlO and 1241, to even a greater extent thaa 
what they claim for themseiveb. 

% Poorhoeo. h I have, &c. 

^CoUectnr's Office^ > (Sd.) F. 60UL0SBURY, 
'ThrSthOctober, CoUedof;. 

pi . ■ I "I*. J ^ ‘ . 

w^e RvgidatieM eaarted loii Jaiigm aad llsgiatrata eaior* 
galasdealiioral salaries t * 

t WhatsnaboM of terms eWsMte rmawtiMi cootrsry to tlie cm. 
diiioM of ihur,iira esetrest, the vslidlly of which haaaensrbsM 
qiNsiioMdtl 


SCK, 


CWt ) 

.To T. GoiTbMM^t 

. . Jdottcdiir, tmmM 


At it U pioM>I« |hAt cireiDBMtkDCMi of an ov|eni . 
witl irwirv my jire^mce at (he Pretidtkicy at avcry 
<ice, I b«s laave lu irsta^, that, Vrith a vMw’ (o ^wltliiia ‘ ' 
eeifin reamaar*, I require three robntfa*»1eaf> of a b te n coj 
my situatum m llanagrr uf the estate of Soarjapertf 
3|J Jaeth, may 1 th^foie hope tfaht thit iodulgeiict 


extended (o me? 
> 


1 hovh the baoowr to l|>e, Sii^ 

Your most obedient eerraiiti 

Pdomeea, ISth M*aj, 1884. • |llLAGfftf« 


To Itfr. A. IXLMB, 

' Phomm. 

SlUij * ' 

fo reply to yoqr letter «f (Ms ^le, net^ieminl AmH 
months* lieaee of Absimet from your office of 

Soorjapore, I , request you will hjteethe foo d Nl 
la submit your application m |lie tMual form (l^'a(i« snsIfM 
in the Persian laqlpmge) when the reqaisita oeda* urillrM 
passed on the sohj^* 

^ I pail Sir, 

Poomeex: . ) ‘ Yoxr mosrobedioirt (wiiW BiH 

Collector’s Office, f (ld)'.Y. GOULDSBURV, 

Thelffihllay,l^AS 


To*C. 1lf.8Taaa,.EsA. 

Ojficf. Caumtr- ofRMmu^ IStA DMtign, Wh»$n§t,^ 
3ia, ’ * , 

1 hase the honor to acknowledftejiW ifeei|A of yodr JEjlnMrx 
Mted the 84di insleai. in mbfam^m sleie njaMmMMlYltie 
;ions had been ptesmtad to ythpr office, obtsetm Ip Shr ffii* 
ditgemente vhidi lia«* tbea ndimtsd (vt tlq bte 
neiit of the Hurdlee Matei^ mil hssertina llffit ffilr 
inrakm afh* ham Iwiir UlMaMIxt me | 
aflam^h df Oa late Pa 





( «*« ) 

,9. Sueki a tmdg/fw uri mn pff u emtaihit ^jfhets 
^onfol pttribut^ it eti^ proper moIiV on ike p^rt of 
the petitUmer$t vhomiist 'be' well «w«i«* of the pains wl^ 

< I have tallen to i^lect rd^iectable individuals to fill these si« 
tmtitms totally oncopoected with aH parties in the estate, 

' atui folly a>inpetfnt ftom ^ir knowlra^ of namindory 
aAdfs to a^inister it »Uh.adraiitaM 1 wall oare mention 
the lianies <^the Sarbttrakors who iiate been appointed, aifd 
if'th^ petitioners can point out any peesops in this Oi^et 
hhiMr qualified for the office, 1 (hall be happy to nominate 
them in stead. . . ' 

■ let. Purgunu Huvenee Pommeea, Mr. R. B. Perry,f a 
HSBtlemftn has been for many years tendent in this D’s- 
sHet, and* who brars an excellent chaiaeher ; he is also ateil 
acquainted with the estate, having been employed as Depmy 
1^ 4Mhr. J. Bames,^ one of the foviner Sarburakart. He is be- 
' aides totally tincdnnectod with any party. Purgunu Srre. 


’ e Pray with wlHNa dM yoa roasaU en the oeeasioa * 

Mr. tL B. Perry is pn no account entitled le the desigaalioa of 
¥n, y ee d s qe s. " ’ Whet ednCatien he hae de arareely dnservins ibe 
msaiy»hu manoers are aneonih, aad Jrtc addrew haOrisk. ' Neillt>‘r 
. MvttkeabMedisiinalifyHix bleaiMiM been uaproted be Society, nr 
' IMenH^ hy elevated situation in the Dislrict, as he has never bud any 
adiee of. distioelion eonfrrred Open hua. * He pnesessrs no useful in- 
israsBlMa 'Wjbalever. which cannot be wondered at as he is so escrcil. 
.'iaiHy tlUloralo llidt ho cenaot-wnto Boslish, or ladepd, any o{her 
lai^ilwn, graOUBOlieelly ; and le rrewn^all, kndws ns ninch of orihu. 
JraphjTna be does of arithaiciie ; tba .vaioe of which laay be ealcclaicd 
pretty •arrarlly when it la kmwa ae s’facl Mat be is ineepsbte of 
nehpfpy qs e do a lu. In yhorthe is etf wvatehediy imlMwile that be has no 
Opos sp donjef thinps In ytoaeiel bSyond phat n bolat or common rant 
plpsiiatis. Intbn Olsi^t he bears tjbS character of s MinnI toiechnmc; 

a t iadihiBK to aaiiva piasdeaa may ha aeeh plsvinf on a lamborine, 
to hum hm'sH. •" >■ " 0 ‘ dnse .mspaotad er treated with deference 
tby the InhabHaats of Mo SiUnh, ^whcdber Ohrlelwas, Hindoos or M-t- 
ham^BllS |jW|ii fs oototHmsthsi ho wst so osMsot leffieiaM. C. and 
IPmlaer, aad Ihflwly almost exSIaalscly d^ddeat on them for 
Mpilort. . Ft^ Anpttt 1838 aaMi ho was appointed by Mr. OonMs. 
wry, he (Mr, WNiinN* >•* eoastaM anehwjMe at the ttamse of Mr. 
BLPetadttiqMElria^ dhastt st ev ef thomsatit ioaneeeret ammi pi t 
MSi presfet jjuUimmkt s s e i dssi w af Psamasa, aa va aa n ted and aaeo*e. 
nented, whs^tf umi ml bA w an W of aye p r e aaaa fe wh^herer dot this 



C •* 


Bift dtrtwiil ’BMM* a iMpMttMe nIiMi l OM to K of <Ait 
Dniriet Mttplojrad for loMy yean) ai (S)iirMir«|^«r*|ft 4ii|i 
SaotjapoTC MMtr, aMl totally nncaaiMM^ed With anyVarty: ' * 
9in<f. i*arjyONMSoakMipoi»M;Ui^;iM4 Tuktowif m eon of 
aliig^iy respectable P^an (lebtleBiHi), tfho/luw reaiiMI 
aonie time iiv tii8t>J*iir/fama, and WtiNmfbre *«eU««|a(i^H^ 
with the property. I intended to appmntiel hie dither li^ 
Mahiidy) bat la feoBMqneitee of h» heiag eMiged to W 
Caictttta deeaBi^lty,lie«eqtieeted‘ that the iituatiea.nd| 
be given id his so^ and promised that he would at i 
limes afford his assistaiiM and •advice; this person has HO 
connection whatever wltlrany party.* * . . • 

Siti. . Pvrgunu >Pku|^pare Singheea) *Jkbop Ifooaip 
Lotlf!^ this nan naidee in the Purgvnu wid was wlacted ia. 
consequence of his being4htf,on)y hihoiof any respectabilily in. 
that quarter, and of its being considered neceaeai'y to appoint 
a person with whoip the rysile are arqnaiiitol to manage 
that Purgunuy which, from its Vicinity td Uie Morungj re» 
quires a person poasesMug soniO local ynAneoce to prevent 
I lie ryuti migrating* to, the Natiputl.teyHtol*y, qfhiolr qaatbni 
from the SKlvnntageoas idms Wq wlitch ‘they* qwf twtom land 



* ClmrK^ ofofrrrupCHNii&c. mrt pei^Np^ 


in Mr. Collector Qo«i4tb«ry*i. qtf cTs Mr*^ Q* him m* 

iinttfr. One wontd b«v^ ilionuht itai ii |vm neomNirf fi^r Mf.Qodt^' 
bnrv to hd«« flrtc diiifHNir^ of liipfOoliMriuM^ And |}ien 
by titA rfoiilt in »hl«oiingor rcJeciiAnliiii* /f bit BiimthiiilMm wilC 

e ir pmic lifbo pre%ioOf lo Jiis apfiQintaioAtv i&lmid^ w mt» 0|Mr|« 
ttliNfr tof iht iturpoAf or olitAiiiiii|( if rtidm ^ ' 

t Tlic I’tiiiioiirr% jfl je^ot lo ihb lodivKlAAl gppoibldd to tbo wCiiAliotg 
who Ii the poroiNi j Ahd aa» ignoroot of th* privito ArrAAMn 

mcAtff M r. CotlAcior GilhldibAf^ mAf Iwib •oti^ ibto in hit diriltU^ 
hqui^oiiht^ biil|fr« whoiiAO irroipoaiiblA obAraiclcrp And hpjbo rt** 

VPiu 


iididjn ihVl^iiiyiNMft aa viMsIor Agd ^ M UtoflifA^ hut' bai 

Af Iam miifiAfbd to puroimiic a pAftof h*Bot /oddeiico m ttt mrt 
iijui coAddiM hi ro|rdrd^ tho lAli MigOidf* 

belenf^wWsoeaawtioaqaad }t * 

••II«.wtli<iMighhrortaK2Miadi|S»fr ^ 

tpiire,an ianaeoce ia^ ar bava fie e s aSiffn i gi t Of# 



( *» ) 

•' 4ijk. Itaiilhmm and nltalirGoiMee, Mmlictor M<4 hb 
nlj^a^oiWofdietreuitrrraf tfaU- office, «'• lam ef snod 
chamcier'abd niffhl; PMpecMblf>,i end Mng e tnkient ^ Cet. 
cvita he U tduTly umieuoneeted with'eny pertws in iliis Dt«. 

fpTICte * • 

V KutteeharandKodnafeepore, Jaakeeramf^the lateiS^^u. 
riskladarot tike Surburakar's j^wIrAerr^, Reeled iheowe. 
.ouenoe ofhiB being n 'm^of Tef^ctabilitf, endihim hU hav- 
‘mbeen for meny yeerc employed ender the StiriurakaK, I 
consider tbet be bad a iigUimate claim to one ef ‘tbew situa- 
tione. He is qnite unconnected with nay party at present.' 

3 . ^ All these perjMmr bane either Kiven of airafcout^ 
l^e, go^ and sobstantial seetiritg for the ametmtof their 
respective collections,^ aad at they am under mjr immedtaU 
eoHirol§ and have nv powers mdeuendaht of the ColteeloTf 
I cannot tee how th^ can possihljf do any mischiefs even 
auppomr them to bo infhtmced by qnp party feeling / 
their duty conusts in coHeeting tlie rents and fenMtliag the 
amount to this tieaaqry, and attending tO' the general welfaro 
dfthePnrgiotK. * ■, 

*4b ‘Ifeel’it necessary to , bring le yoitr notice’ a cireum- 
which wiU salisfoctorily aecotmt tor the number ol 
Ifotltionh which yetf have received, ahd will also explain the 
tdt^eef foe which 4bey we^ panealed : it is that Mr. Imilach 

'* Methoar M«li«a Verrsrww Ifnsrt. C. and 6. ^Iwer'v Nsib Ta 
eildart (deputy cofleoier of rent) on 35 rupees per monifi raihefarir 
^HuveUee Puomssa, Aoui wtiich siiusimn be was prouMted by Sir 
iCoMsefor QuuMabury to that af»u MawsBor oh 9o'ru|tees por msnssai 
ea tbadeeAf>>*frliiN|u|iriHnoal of that farm brios aooepiad bv the Coaa 
latidoiirr TliM Hr. Ooutdsbnry ^as latterly admitted. Besides ihii 
ii|dividaid, a gsaat yiaay of the abilvo accountants, writen>, beibun 
nitthem, fiolKe repotter, tte. all of tsliom u>eip,aer«aMt o 
||iaan,C>t^ O. Palmer On tfca Rovdlleo Fooracei fiwen havt Boei 
am^cd by ths new ttanaiwra. * * 

i ilaislieciMB M*, been removed, and Hr. R B. Perry, the Ham 
jaw M nuWI'ftt.JrjMrMda Purkuna, mho roroived Sqp ropeee pat 
MMW oTPurgonw Kotlediar ondCaoaaiioi 

iSSopMi m » ♦•!>«:• »oe«h fobb 

1 |kaJNp^tlW^^Npihea. He baa thMobecn proiniaodtoBbw 

I ban tft^Mleeted t ■ . * * 

‘ifty^^letlery(ibetU8op(Mab»r.im 
I pay suHefvit aueaiMe te 
Rsagemeitef thethtbfol^dbb cetfa wa 




( III ) 


mcMworoilwr prevailed, on Uie 
vaia llaef (une* ot whoa k a ainor and the odier « pitriM 
to noaiaate him to be their General Mekhtary whkh 
power he is exerting for the pur(K>He of thwarting andoppbb* 
ing in every possible way, the measures which I nave aitoptoi 
km the better magagement'f’ pf the estate, and h remaka ftr 
the Kevenue Authorities to determine how far it is desHwl^ 
to permit an individual who makes himwif thus ebnoxtoia 
to ms superior by undertaking duties wholly ineoapatlfalit 
wUK the eWclent dkcliurge of his public ftmctiomu to ipIbIp 
«ny situation of veiponsibiUty under this CoHectormp^ 

I am, be. 

Peomeea, Collector’s Office, ) (Sd. F. GOULDSBURV. 

IheSSthMay, 18:14. $ 


To C. W. Stsku, Eha 

OJtg. Commr, of Revmuef ISlA Dmikfitf Mottgj/r, 
Sir, 

1 have the luaor to apknowlebge tlie receipt of your lettpr 
No. 1665, dated the S9tk ultimo^ forwarding copy ofa pe>* 
lition presented to you by Mr. Imlacli, the Surburakar 
of t^ Soorjapore estate, ebiecrinff to die orders psss^ ie« 
garding the wc;.urhy tenured by him which | consit&rad 
msiifficient. 

2. As I am the person held responsible fbr the propeir 
management of the estate, and iw' the conduct of the Smr- 
burakatf 1 think i him be permitted to offir a few rcinaripa 
before carrying into eMctyour orders directing me to ace^it 
the security in question, in the event of no imrson laying 
.claim to the pnqierly pledged within the period of one 
month, on a proclamatioir being issued to that eftecu 


two 


* llr.ttiecier miner is omre thaa iwentr 

ernge, and the perfriei boy ismore than fearteea ; hew did the 
tor discover ibis perfertassv f 

t General MserUona are ef little avaH, but it Is natertendy kapwa 
at poornraa that a fieet part of Messrs. Q.ii 6 . Falawr’s ostskM^ 
meat bfloBsiap foths ham at navellee FaornMa was pvdvMMt^ 
bp Ihoairasaresallndad to ; aolwilbataadiac that they had btkl la ' ‘ 
mental in redaeing tba agricaitnral eltM to povtfty ahd giaia 
their oppreaaioas sadcaionioBSt (be esiSlOBce of ahieh Wf. 
feouldshiuy has recorded ia several of hit paUie b 
pmier pint of tba estabBi lh a e a t attadwd to tba 
Tiaw will developv ibt resolt ef Mr. Collector 
manta, bat qp to tbe beg inalai ^ Cbasl, his 19a 



f ns ) 


, 3 , Regulaiioo V,. of under t)ie proruions of orliiei 
file eslAle was placed under Mr. linlach^H managemeoty di** 
rects that good and sufhcient security be taken from the 
Hurburakor for the proper discharge of liis duties, (be 
amount of the security iiinst of course be regulated wkh re< 
iefence to the ralue of the pro()er(y entrusted to the Surbu^ 
fukar't care. The annual cullectiuns of the Snnrjappie estate 
pinoitnt (Q about 4| lacks* of rupees, while the value of (lie 
liroperty pledged as seciiiity for Mr. Imlach, taking it at 
juis own estimation, does not exceed 50,000f rupees, apd in 
reality does not niiuiuiit (u half that suni, even supfiosing 
that it is not moitgiiged to others, as the Nasir reports. 


■ 114 I the Maiiageis weirded h> Iniii eviiin d so little com* 
7*neiicy for tlieir teak, that from ad annual rental of about ail iacsg 
fbor and 1 half lari of ropeoi mtl? tia%e tiecii realiaed. ivhich waa 
Soieaeea by Iha proprialora at the eomniPiiremrnt f and they havo 
leaaonto fear that abou( a lakh of rupees will Ull iii arrears iiiMcid 
of from atiteen to tinny tliousaiid, as «tai the caie formerly. Under 
these ciroiimstanees it is \ery iiatnrai that the minor of more than 
tt years and the peifcci bov sbotild complain; let the Mokhtar he 
mhoever he mave Hot Mr. Cotleoior Gouldsbury nhile lie kept the 
blttt Memver mi^et suspeiiiioii, made a shoaitnn excurHion in company 
nrilb Mr. George Palmer and others to the Moriiiig« aod previous to 
liU departtire« issued a notire to the late Manager to attend hts court 
•a a eevtain day ^ Mr. Gouldsliory did not. however, return from his 
pltaenre parly on llial dale« and the laie Manauer hss impriideni 
aaottgbto note the rireontstsare in his uriee of the lOih dannary* 1834 3 
bmidea 00 ilie 29lii April* 1 834, Mr. Collertor Goiilcisbtiry called on the 
^lata Manager who waa hardy enough not to return lii§ call and cuU 
Avata Ilia arquainlanee, which niigltiy ofiVme is not to be forgiven s 
bad he was aoeordingh ordet^d on the 5th Mt)** following* to leave 
Mm etalhui aud proceed 10, and reside at Sonrjapore ; it was by such 
aota that the late Mmager made himself obnoiious to his superior. 
Mfs Colhicior Gouldsbury. Duriog the heat of this peraecoilon of» 
grid iweantig acaiiift, the late uianager, Mr. George Palftfr tpok the 
^liordh Supper** Iwire. Even the pinora Emily was soldPInd sobseo 
qaeatiy the carriage and pair likewitf^lMit the laie manager sliould 
mA and ought uot to know any Ihiog of these transactioos, 

, * Ilettr exoecdod four lacs. A person aciiug podge tbeaacred 
jgUigatkHi ofaooallh should have some regard for fset#. 

* f fbe amount of security required was 5l,0(Ki rupees* aad the Ma* 
Sager offered lo make up any dehcieiicy, if the properly ofierw^provad 
abffksitnl on enquiry \ deuied the truth of the Collector's Nager. 
I^yci Ulcers report, and stated hts reasone aad proofs thni Mr, Cok 
Jietor Qouldtlmry refrMed to go into Ijbem. . . ^ 

Tha r«it*fiae load pledged hy hIcHitpr Mehaa Boml ■■ Mcuriiy was 
by ibf GoUtetor nt IS mptet per bigm | and thee pledged by Mnusee 
Idittflldi lapmifir higa; bat qllhmigb the isie Manage^ laOicated to 




( ) 

T would submit ilia* fMich f^pcuricv etimof, tturfii# 

any circumsuiices, be deemed adequate for such a f itf^abla 
trust. 

4. But Mr. Imlach has cm other urounds totally dti^ 
qualified hitn!«elf for the efficient (iiKcliarj(e ot Ilia dutiaa 
S^rburakar^ he was deprived of the management of the liNI 
other estates formerly adinintstered by him, and allowed ttt 
retain that of Soorjapore in order that he might be enabled 
to devote sufficient lime and attention to the interests offb# 
last-meniicmed property, in stead, however, of availing htmaetf 
of the opportitniiy thus afforded him to devote his tune and 
attention exchisively to the better management of the estateigi 
he in oppo«ition to my repeated orders^ directing him to pro* 
ceed to the Pargtmu and lake up his residence on ilupift 
property^ continueci to re.uide at Pooi neea and busied liimseU^ 
with Ollier matters to the utter neglect of his duties as Sur^ 
bmnkar. 1 havtf ah ead y had orcnsioa tn bring to ^yow 
notice the cirnwutanre of A/s hming prevailed upor^ 
Rajindurnarain Rue and hi< brother^ the proprietors ofS 
half of the tliivellee eelate. both perfect hoysy loeniriistiW 
whole of their affairs to his man igement and of hi^4 havtnjj^ 
made use of the powers thus obtained to thwart and op^iosir 


Sfr OotiMmlifiry rh«t tli^ pr'iirnftmr ni th«9 1in4 lisbtS oAirffl ^'ti 

plmleii, HmiI Mild >ifl join ini' »i»orji iit 111, 15, iinS 17'fd|M<M MrSiaS* Maiii*SlNf 
Mlr» wifTd r«}'i»irr4»it m lio t i<^tl Onirt : vi»„ Mr. OiialdalmdmMii imi 
IM lo rHliii- Urfi-r I Mill « ii.iif <if ifad pricr at vhioh aotualiiifot of ialWlS^ 
had bran vfr«ci«*fl ; «itd a* u* ilia rapori* itf hit nativa nStetr*i, tha ranirlir 
of the Civil Court will prove that they idb iriiatworihy. Inkbort, asr 
•onner ooe pmtrnce faiM Oi«n another baichrd ; and U wse CMridcM|% 
tAet ibe rrmoval of the Manager from hie remaiAins eliaetioo wee 
•olved on. 

* Ml- CfRleclor GnnhlKbiiry rensivefi obthe 30th April, lS3d, tbllf i 
erderii of ilia Commiiaioiier l[ who waa then at Poorneea) lo relieve tlllK' 
Manager from the charge of Hnveilee Poorneea fsiate anrf •hat w* 
Bowsa Biinbhag, and on the next dav, lal May , lie relieved the Maitay#' 
of the former only, and on the Sih May,ordeied him off to 'Sfmrjanore f 
ihe MArtsger, however, informed tlie Collecior that he waa waiting 
deliver over charge tf Sowaa Bntibhag, the oflica of which waa hetd 
PoornM^ and on the Sind May, the Collector took charge ot 
flanbbljPbDd Ibe Maiiai:er proceeded to Soorjapore on that day. Aa ih^ 
Manager had previmtaly applied for leave of ahwince from the etid mM 
Jeth, he reruroed to iheatation the latter end of that month, where 
Collator detained the M >nsger by tda dilatory proceedings wi^ 
regard to the security, sutiatiiuie, and at Isat appointed sii 
Iftsager. 
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in mnr 1 M««biW w»y dw avnogtoimntt which, by order of 
die* ||i 44 **: JiMtd, 1 waa makiag for the better nanagemeBt 
^ $$1016, which had been maierialty injured by Mr, 

Jmfaeb't previous snpnagement.* This duly he areass to 
of 80 muph ^aSer iasportance than the ^ood 
IMMlMgfiiaent of the'doonapore eslaie, tiiat he has obtained 
S|if«e aionChs' Lease of Ameace to visit the Prendency on some 
Illness connected with the Rajah’s affairs, and as far as I 
can judge from ids conduct hiimrto^ lie appears not to Imre 
HIm M^htest intention of attending to my instructions regard- 
big his residing at Sooriapore which 1 connder essential tc 
enable him to manage im estate properly. 

5. Under these circumstances 1 am of opinion that Mr. 
imfaeh has forfeited ail claim to any indulgence beyond 
what has been already shewn him, and that the important 
Miterest not only of the proprietews of this valuable and exten* 
sivc estate, but also of the ruuis and other tenantry residing 
Aereon (who are the priiicifiie suflerers from the Surbura- 
lb$r*s <*f his duties) demand that the managsinant of 

dps proper^ sliould be entrusted to a competent person, able, 
|nl vrilling to devote the whole of his time and attention to 
ta interest. The presemt Acting Surburakar, Coesim Alke 
Rden seems well qualified fir the office, f having done 
pore top the good ot the estate dpring toe short time that it 
MS been under his care than Mr. ImUch did during the (ire 
wars dial l^es under his management, throughout which 
ppiied be mver resided upon the pru|)er|y nor even saw it, 
pUh the exception of an gpcasioml visit} for a few days 

wery year, . 

* fee die iMt note to the preeediaf letter. <|w 

f -Fmm Mr. Coliecisr <i}oaldstMir>'s deelarinp ihe a;^g nMns* 

E , OMMim .Allfe. of Soorjapore estate to be well <|aalified to becoias 
nacerof thnt Mtnte, it would strifco one tint tlie Colleeior iir* 
ihndsa leenatm bioi in tbs sHoaiioa ; but u soon as ho was in powes. 
Itan of tbs oouthnents of tbs Board, which are prenadad on an if. 
Nlr. OoUeetar Chmidabary appointed Mr. B. Q. Perry on MO lapeco 
|Mt SMnili, to Sooijapore and reanwed the well wsalified CbMua AUu 
W an inferior. sUnatiOB on a aalary of UO ropeea. 

, t TiM.Maaayer eiaited Sooijapora penerally ftmr tinM^byear, 
jjdd nt nnrb. vMt aiaysd from thivs wetfca to a tnonib ; and wdwa at 
IB bihsr ^vrfs, kc|U ap abnost a daily coiaaiaaicatioa whh Spar, 
■note. JCr. CoUootor Oonidabary aesais tn have foraotten the Ttb 
of tlM,80|b .llilirab. 2t3i. m winch he prapwed 
Mlacn bs'rstsiaed at BMtJapore.on (ho croaodipat Iba 
ranffthasa «a* sMWWd hia jsMUSStpt j bat t^ S[|| 




( 11.5 ) 

6. Mr. Imlacirs leave of absence having nearly expired, 
and as he has not yet liiriiished u:leqiia(e security, nor even 
applied tor a» extension of lenve^* I should imagine that 
I shiill be ttC liberty on the expiration of his leave to make 
whatever arriingeroent may be deemed expedient for the 
future mnnageirient of the property by appointing another 
Surburaknr^ but if you are of opinion that 1 have no such 
authority, and that the orders of the Sudder Board are 
required before Mr Iinlach can be displaced, I request you 
will have the goodness to submit a copy of this letter tor thia 
eonridpratioii and orders of that authority. 

Poorneea, ^ 1 am, &c. 

Collector’s Office, f (Sd.) I\ CIOULDSBURY, 

The 3d Oct. 1834. > Collector. 

(Vo. 17^3.) 

To. F. GouMisnoHY, Esa. 

Collector of Poorneea, 

Sir, 

Being still of ojiinion that tlic security tendered by Mr* 
Imlach is sufficient in amount for the security of the interesta 
committed to him, if properly supervised by yourself, and that 
no Ollier person more (it than Mr. Imlach cun be selected for 
the situation of SnfburnkaryX must request you will not oii 
the gound merely of the security not being sufficiently res* 
poiisible, remove that genilom iii from the trust comrnitied 
to him, by the special desire of the Judder Board, until 
th^Board decides the question, which at your request will bo 
iiHipiticd to them. 

2. With regant to the other part of your letter touching 
the inefKcient manner in which Mr* Imhich is stated to per* 
form the duties required by him as Manager of the estate, £ 
am not as yet prepared to give a decided opinion, on thta 
point you will act on your own discreiioti ; though 1 do not 
exactly agree with you tliat Mr. Irnlactrs continued residence 
on tile estate is iiiclispeasibly necessary to ensure its proper 
management. 

Commr/s Office, ^ 1 am, &c. 

12ih Division, Monghyr,> (Sd.) C- W. STEER, 

The 8th Oct. 1834. i Ojf/g. Commr* of Eetu 

(True Copv) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Ojfig. Cofnmr. of Retf. 

* The late Manager ap|itied iii due ume (hj post) 00 Ibo M Oslo* 
her, 1034^ for in oxteosion of leave. 
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(No. 17«.) ■ 

From the Officiating Commissioner of Bhaugnlpore^ 
to the Secretary to the Sudder Board of 
Sin, 

1 bog to forward for the consideration and orders of the 
Sudder Board the Collector of Poorneea's letters, ih Original, 
which I request the return of with copies of my replies there* 
to on the subject of a difference of opinion between that officer 
and myself on matters connected with the Huvellee estates. 

2. Mr. Gouldsbury has, for reasons detailed in his leile^^'/ 
of date the 22nd September last, suggested the expediency 
of vesting the whole charge and inanagiuent of all the estates 
ill one Surburakar^ and recommends J/r. Perry for the 
appointments 

S. My reply of date the 25th of the same month, explains 
the objections I consider existing to this measure, as reverting 
.to the very system the Board disapproved of, and giving mono 
^iiiy to one person than lie can possibly properly superiiUend 
iiifid perforin the several estates being of that extent and 
value, each yielding a Sudder Jnmma of nearly a lac of 
'ru|)eea requiring for their manageiiitMii separate Xurbura^* 
/cars. 

4. The Board will perceive from the tone of Mr. (Joulds- 
l)iiiy*s letters that he jiidgeii hiiitseif cpiite com])eient to 
•decitie on this point as in that of the leniUsions to be granted 
to the late J/o/oAirf# witlumt any reteience even to this office. 

5. If he is right in this coiistniciion uf his power, this 
reference is useless, hut i am inclined to think, the Board 
Wiuild expect their sentiments should he consulted before the 
systenf they dirrrted, is subverted and the former one re* 

^instaifiU to which they sostri’ngly objected and which would, 
if 1 mistake not, tend to f'^^unesi the Messrs. I'almer mith 
that injfluence on these estates. Indeed [ may say in the 
tcho/e district^ which^ should in my opinion^ Oe suppressed^ 

6. With the Board's sinction, 1 propt^se giving author!^ 
to the Collector to remit one anna in tlie ru|H'e in the Mola* 
hufs Jumma fox iheiwo yeais, rj W and 1211, tliDiiglvI 

*i'mainly dtdnotai first contemplate Uiat the deniaiulei^n- 
braced both years. 

y. The fiontd will also be pleased to decide how far res- 
"ponsibility altariica to the Collector for a pro|)er supervision 

thM eilatei^ for U (iaitt(M)Ury in lus leMr of the 29th 
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September Remarks, iliitt the provisions of the roguloa^ 
fions never contemplated the personal supervision bjp ik§ 
^ Collector* of the affairs ot estates under attachment bjf 
onler of ^lie Courts of Justice; though in |uirts of 
lelters lie admits he is the person held responsible fpr dm 
proper management of the estates/* 

Comm*/-. Oflice, ^ I am, 8rc. 

Bhangulpnre Division, > (Sd.) C. W. S'rKER, 

The I4th October, 1834. } Commr* 

(No. 626.) 

To Tub Commission kh of niiAUouLPOiin. 

Sill, 

rill* Siiilder Hoard of Revenue having had liefore them 
your lectM' of the I4ih ultimo, No. 1748, tvith its encto* 
aiire*i diivci me to communicate as follows 

^2. 'flic Hoiiid concur with you in opinion that ihetive Snr* 
bnriihtrs' severally appointed to theftve Pnrf^anus of l\\o 
IluvcPec Hooriicea estate, should he conlinued in their 
respective ofllces* or it the removal of any individual be de- 
sirable or he be imwilliug to ooiitintie to serve, that anotlier 
person should be appointed in liis stead. The Collector 
aiatcs in Ids letter of the i?8tli ofMuy last, that he has takeu 
V paius to select respectable individuals Co till these Hituations/* 
{as iudrrti would appear to be the case from the list that he 
jka^ submitted) iom he adds in puragiaph 3d of (he same 
letter, th.it ^Stll these persons have either given, or are about 
to give good and substantial security for tlie amount of their 
respeciive collections.*’ There can be no occasion there- 
ftire for his inaiiitainiiig the iiUme.diate oiaua4p*menf^ 
of die pro[)erty of which he speaks in his letter of the tMlk 
8epte liber, iho" such close interference twov uccessurj/ to 
break up the system of various maUadministrotion ichUh 
would appear to have prevailed in the estate in (/uestion 
durinff a long term of years. For the Uoani agiee w ith 
Mr. Gould'^hiiry, that it is not the business of a Collector, 
directed by the Courts of Justice to undertake the general 
man ‘gement of an estate, to abstract from |husc avocatioiis 
in which the iiiierestH of the estate aic iiioie immediately 

* why did he apply to the Officiating G<>futiiiNi»iofier tor permilsioa 
•to atauuie die vsua|eiiieal at itie Il«iveilee Puoiueca estate i 
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involved, ^ much ofhtB time and atteniion a^ he miigt ne« 
ccBsarily devote to the adniinistratiori of » lar^e Mehal^ if 
lie endeavoured to peform personally the duties proper to a 
Surburakar. He must appoint respectable men to cii:ft 
ollice, take siiflioient security from them and maintain age* 
iicral llio' efficient Kiirveillancc over ilieir conduicft. . . 

3. The Board sanctions the grant of the remission^ 
to which the ^ih paragraph of ^our letter under reply 
relates. 

4* The Collector, us the Board liave stated on former 
occasions, is the party responsible to the Court for the due 
administration of the pro^^erty committed by tliat authority to 
his charge, and tlierefore they are of opinion that he should 
be left to exercise his unshackled discretion with respect to 
the amount and nature of security to be demanded fr oni 
a Surburakacj on the same principle, the Boanl are clear 
that he should be upheld in the assertion of liis legitiuiate 
authority over the Surhurakar^ who is, and must bp, entire* 
ly under his order ; and that, if as staled by Mr* Goulds* 
bury, Mr* linlach liave disabled himself from devoting the 
whole of his time and attention to the uiangeintMil ofthe 
Soorjapore estate, of which the annual collections are said to 
be about Rupees 4,50,000 by accepting the post of attorney 
or agent to the proprietors of one ini/iety of the Muvellee 
Poorneea estate, he should be immediately removed tri>m the 
former office. It is high time that the office of Surburnkor 
should be put upon its proper footing j and the obligatiiius, 
which it involves be correctly understood in xillah Poorneea, 
and whilst the Board are convinced that it is a false ecotio. 
IT^ to withhold a fully adequate remuneration for the services 
of respectable gentlemen of whatever class, uiulertaking ihe 
duties of that siuiation, they are determined that the counter* 
pari right of the proprietors of estates so managed to tiie full 
and piHcieiit services of their amply remunerated agent shall 
be strictly asserted and maintained. 

Siidder Board of Reve. ) 1 have, &c. 

Fort William, % (Sd.) O. A. BUSH BY, 

The 4tli November, 1834. y Secretary 

The Board in Ibrir letter of the aitl Mareh, IS^drelared that ** tlie 
** reiiurii furaiatied on this occasion are not saAciently explicit to 
** able liitin la decide on tbo propriety* or ottierwis#, of franiii»g the 
** remiiision ” ro llie feraiere ofiiio eetate of Hovollee Pooroofa, Iec. end 
allho* Mr. Collector Qooldsimry maafally resisted aisktog say loriher 
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P. S. The enclosures of your letter will be feturm^ af^r 
transcription. . * * - 

Sudder Board of Kcvenue,> (Sd.) W. PE'FER, 


Tlie ISth 


ier Board of Kevenue, ^ (^^0 

Foit William, > 

kli December, 183 1. ) 


('I'l iie Copies) 


'Tfj! 

Cor cn anted Scejf* 


eiiqiiiri^^R, or (iiiiiiKliin}; accouiiU esUfd for by tlio CointiMiiStoiier ; yv|, 
Ri>( li iH the efTec;! of the rapid iitaieh of iitieJIect in the lioard, 
till' 4tli November, of the same year.it prudueed the ubuvo ex|^€tl 
decision out of the same report s. 
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To tho Secretary to the Government in tie Kevemte 
Department* 

BJUf ^ ■ 

In complkmce wiili ihe inHtruciions conveyed in Mr. 

Cleary Macnagliien's letter t^ the 7dt March h*8t, No« 83i, 

I am directed by the Sudder Board of Revenue ro subinU * 
fin the conaideraiioii of (lovernment the Re|>ort tbenrin 
eetjiiired relative to the reiitiona laid before Gu\einment by 
Hr. Iniittcit. 

P«(C. Hu««iie Poof.^ 'fhe Petitioner in the year 18W, was 

Manager of thiw Ej- 
atMg* « ) tales, t^o of them very extensive, in 

the Pootneea distcirt, which were held under attachment by 
orders of the Civil Court. He received on account of these 
Estates the allowance Hpecilyed in the margin, amounting in 
For Purgh. Hii««iic»ae. i airgregate to 1,300 rupees uer 

Mom BonMfog m. \ menbCAU 

His case first came prominently under the notice of llte 
Hoard in August iif the above year on ilie occasion of Messrs. 

C. ft G* Palmer, who held a farming lease of one of the Estates 
(Purgunnah litivellee Poorneea,) demanding a reinissiun of 
Rupees 24,000 from the amount of the jumma agreed to 
in their lease. Mr. F. E. Head, then ofRciacing as Collector, 
gave it as his opinion that Mr. Iinlacli, as Sarburakar ot 
the Estate, hud ilie pow-er of granting the reinis»ioii, and, at 
the same lime, stated that Rajah Bejoy Govind ►iingh, pri>- 
prietor of a moiety of the Purgunnah, accutsed Mr. Iiiilacb 
of not granting the remiastun (which be, fiejoy Govind 
8ing)i, conceived to be required tor the welfare of the 
Estate, ) because, he bad not received a bribe. 'I he Surbu* 
who had been suspended by Mr. Read, widi a view 
to an invesiigHiion of this* charge, protested against the 

V Xlfs MaiiStter irst not siwitofided Ujr Mr. F. E. Read wnh a 
view' to an invtatiaaiinn, of iliw rliar^rj but, after ilie Managr r had 
protealtd aicainsl the iiMToinfjeiency of Mr. Read to receive and try 
charges agaiuat hiflir^^iviluetuMf ihat he (Mr. Read) woutd postpone 
ail driller proceedings in his case,— and sabmit his application to tlie 
Commiadoiier for bis order*, -ibat Mr. F. E. Head iaaaed a noiHeio 
the Monster, inforimag hiia that bis applioaiiou was complied with, but 
that as 1 retcreiice lo lbs CoflipiisahMier would occasiop a delay in tte 
iovssMgaiien, and owuig to a petition preaented by tba accoaer, it 
appealed aeevasary ibal amuher peraon ahoiitd bo placed in charge of 
bit ol^ p-dw, aceofdniily, plac^ his Moouahse ki charge, and, nt the 
am time, notified loiht Manager thai ba waa neither removadnor 
•Knded, but was to desist from ptvlormiiii bis duiiea. 
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oflictaiing Collector’s coiuliicting the inquii> on 

of his liavinj; evinced an undue personal in llie question* 

The teoard declared ibiit Mr. B^d had exceeded y i# 
mithority in apspending tlie Sf/r/ii/roAer, uiui i'ei|nued tiie 
c«sl to be^*\>etcded wnli under ihe ordeift of tlte 
SfOnH',*ii^ prescribed by Sec. 3, Bog. V. of 1837, 
that the Surhurak ftr had no rioht to grant reiidsaiuita'Of li«i 
own Hiuhoriiy, nnd rrcjuiiing particular inrormatiou negarilt 
ing the mun;)geiiicnt of ihe £)hUite and the duties dischiirgeH 
by Mr. fiuhich. 

Mr. ('olicctor Gouhhhury reported in reply, that, Mr» 
Imhu'li wiis (he Manager of the three EsUtoa before named, 
comprising about one-tliird of the whole district, and lUnt k 
was llie practice fo let these prupcMties in large farms n»ostf>f 
which were held by the Mcssirw* ralii.er, who uguiii sublet 
the lands, and allowed further under-leuHes to a ruinous 
extent. — Under (Iiok* cirpu instances he Wiis of opinion (hat 
the sort ices of Mr. Iiiiluch, receiving a high salary as Ma- 
nager, could be of very liinitcii benelU to the Proprietors, nnd 
on that ground recoimuended his removal at least from the 
management of II uvtilee Poorneeah, which he, at the Kume 
lime, proposed to conlidc to either of the Messrs. Palmer, 
ps he belipved that they in their ca|)a( ity of farmers hud 
acquireif mi intimate l^nowledge of tlie 

The orders of the Board (in confurinity with opinions 
previously expressed hy th^m,) were that the farming systi'iti 
should be gi^ncMully discoimteimnced and abaudoned as lOr 
garded all existing cuntiacts soon us possible, so rniiMuis 
a series of complicated subletting appearing to have prevaiir 
ed in ccmsequeiice of it, and that the Maimger appointed by 
the Itcienue i^utiiuiities should be required oKlinardy to 
polled, fur (he bcnelii b( the Proprieioi^soi the l>pue, held 
under altachnient, the full rents fruni the innnidittle cutlivn* 
tors of llie soil. It wav, at the same uine, directed that 
Mr. Imlach*s manageiiiefit ahoulfl be conlincd (o one of ibt 
JSsiates before specified, PnrgutiDah Soorjap(jre, (lie duties of 
which were quite us much us under t}ie instructions above 
describech lie could peifotiii with eHiciency, on the salary of 
&00 rij|)ee8 per mensem received by him for die Purgutiimli, 
but that the Messrs. Palmer slioulit not be included in any 
arrangeineiiis regarding the other Ahhnls. 

Subsequently tp t|ie issue of tjiesc orders the Board 
received the proceedings of Mr. Gould&bury on the investi- 
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odA of comiption wliicK W beM 

fftyonced gffaina^ Imlacli* Pe«iw, the chai^ altwidy 
Mtstioned, men V«<if others impothig to him diBerent 
degrees* ot jiwototipii ai\d neglect of tlie jwerwrts oj hh 
es il d e t y# *: The Whole of these were con1itd£r.«d hj the 
fMehitiag Commissioner (Mr. C. W. Steer) to be not 
> • 1 ito 4 w»ielsr. latiMh iitiMt proved.* and he occording di* 
jWi.'Xt.rSr'i.nlS r«ttdtl,«Mr.I»Uch*o^db. 
Mil) difiMrIM tbt ■^ainit restored to oihee. The Doard 
ltr. i.rt« .fc»ifc.»i.g bte. <.^10 lo in- 

prooT. to dissent from the de- 

mston. It is to be remarked that these proceedings, altho* 
thejr were not submitted to the Board until the 10th dulj, 
1834, had been received and disposed of by Mr. Steer 
im the 15th February preceding. Mr. Imlach was at 
tliat time re-«toreti to the management of ail the Estates 
which had previously been placed under him, and the orders 
■ot the Board by which, for the reason above explained, be 
was restricted to the management of Purgunnah Soorjapore 
only bore date the 15th April, following. 

When Mr. Read’s report on the subject of the remission 
was transmitted to the Ehnrd, Mr. Imlach had presented a 

S tttion, charging that officer with a leaning towanls the 
essrs. Palmer, and combating his representations on il« 
condition ot the Estate Hiivellee Poornecah. During the 
progress of the enquiry held by Mr. Gouldsbury, he twice 
addressed the Board lo complain of the alleged partiality of 
that functionary to the same parlies. At the close of the 
enquiry Mr. Imlach again petitioned the Board, whett he 
reiterated the former charge of partiality, and accused the 
Colleelar of having misrepresented the evidence given in his 
report of the proceedings,— entering at the same time into a 
defence of his own conduct. These Petitions, as will be seen 
cm reference to die most important of them (dated the 20lh 
October, 1833, and ilie3lst March 1834,) were of an exces- 
Mve diffiiseness and consisted of detailed exculpations of 
himself mixed up with insinuations of all kinds against the 
hxal Officers, and recriminations against the Messrs. Palmer, 
ill iiU contentions with whom die case had its origin. 

The most material of the many allegations i^inst Messrs. 
Head and Uuuldsbury contained in tliese petitions hare bwn 
,^e>introduced in the two meniorials to Cioverdiiient which 


to be of thiit tangible and tiubstiintial clfuni wBI 
merited any special inveHtigation. It will be observed inht 
in the first orders issued by them they hud pointed out and 
corrected the nnuudtorised and erroneous ineusurcs which had 
been adopted by Mr. Read in suspending Mr. Iinluch, und in 
entering upon the invebtigiuioii which wus at the time 
coininenced by him. . • 

On a reconsideration of all the circumstances of the case, 
^^i^ll r(‘ference to the repre®entalioiis at present before them, 
they -ee ii » reason to entertain any different opinion. 

l‘\»ri \Villiitir, ) 1 have, &c. 

Siulder Hoard of Revenue, > (Sg.) J. R. COLVIN, 

The lltb May, 1835. y Secretary. 

P. S. The two Petitions presented to Government by 
Mr. Iiidach rec<*ived with Mr. Macnaghteirs letter under 
leply, arc hciewiih returned. 

(No. 

Ifrieaac. 

To Mr. A. Imluch, 

SiJi, 

I am directed by tlie Hoifble the CJovernor of Hengul 
fo acknowledge the receipt of two Mcmoiials fioiii you, 
dated le^pectively the t26th January, and Kith February lust, 
to the addie>is ol the (governor General of India in Council, 
and to inforiii you, in reply, that his honor h‘Cs no cause to 
interfere with the jurisdiction of the competent Revenue 
Authorities in ;he inuUers to which your Memorials relate. 

2. The original papers received with your Memorial of 
the first ineniiuticd date, are herewith returned. 

Fort William. 1 I am, Sir, 

The S(ith Mav, 1S35. C Your most obedient Bcrvani, 

E:i(l J. 'W. I (Sd.) ROSS D. MANGLES, 

3 Serr?/. to the Govt, of BcngaL 











